Translating Beliefs Into Action 

[W ]hat can the average citizen do to preserve constitutional government and our system 
of free enterprise? 

There are many things he can do in his capacity as a citizen of his home community and 
of his state as well as a citizen of the nation. 

In my judgment, however, the most important single thing he can do is to send strong 
men to Congress. 

By that I mean Senators and Representatives of character, courage, and loyalty to free 
institutions. 

This effort should be wholly nonpartisan. The real division today is not between the 
Democratic and Republican parties as history knows them. It is between the men and women in 
both great parties on the one hand who believe in the free institutions which have made this the 
greatest nation in the world; and on the other hand those who are willing to confess that our great 
effort to be free has failed and we must now submit our fate to a government which, whatever its 
name or label, will be a species of National Socialism .... 

At the present time the attention of the nation is largely and somewhat hysterically 
centered upon the question of who will be nominated and elected President of the United States 
during the next four years. But the nomination and election of a President is not going to pay the 
national debt. It is not automatically going to cure unemployment either of idle dollars or idle 
men. It is not going to balance the budget .... 

Any man who is President of the United States by virtue of his commanding position may 
greatly aid in these matters, but he cannot accomplish them. If legislation is wise there is a good 
chance it will be wisely administered, but if the legislation is bad, even the best administration 
cannot cure the evil. 

With a strong Congress an ambitious President can do little harm, and with a weak 
Congress a strong President can do little good. 

-- Samuel Pettengill (1940) 
Member of Congress, 1931-38 


It is thrilling to think of what a free American people would do if they would get the 
federal government off their backs. There would be private building, producing, buying, selling, 
expanding, and creating of new job opportunities of all sorts .... 

All of this could be done readily, if the Presidency and both Houses of Congress were 
controlled by genuine constitutionalists (their party labels making no difference). Yet, thinking in 
such terms is a daydream .... The Presidency and the Senate, and elections for them, are 
controlled by the powerful array of forces, including the mighty power of illicit government 
itself, determined to maintain all-powerful government and make it ever bigger and more 
powerful. 
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For a long time, constitutionalists have been wasting their time and money trying to elect 
a good President or good Senators, knowing all along their efforts were doomed to failure. At the 
same time, they have been neglecting the one political effort that could save the Republic and 
restore constitutional government. That is, electing the only federal officials that the Constitution 
ever intended for them to elect directly: members of the U.S. House of Representatives. 

By concentrating their time, money, thought, and physical energy in their own 
congressional districts, people could find, train, and elect real constitutionalists to send to the 
House. Within the limits of a congressional district, they could organize a campaign to bypass 
the media and all other forces that now exert controlling influence on statewide or nationwide 
elections. 

A House of Representatives, controlled by constitutionalists and supported by the people, 
could restore constitutional government, even if the Senate, the President, and the Supreme Court 
fought it all the way. Restoring constitutional government would be slower if the House had to 
do it all, against the opposition of the Senate and the other two branches of government; but it 
could be done. Only the House of Representatives can initiate revenue bills. The House, all by 
itself, could not shoot the Food Stamp Program; but the House, all by itself, could starve it to 
death. 

-- Larry McDonald (1976) 
Member of Congress, 1975-83 
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An old joke tells of the super-optimist who falls off a 60-story building and, as he 
whizzes past the 43rd floor, exclaims, "So far, so good!" But it is not such blind optimism that 
causes politicians to act in similar fashion as America plummets toward economic disaster. 
Instead, it is a varying mixture of ignorance, gutlessness, vested interest, wishful thinking, and 
lack of character -- with strong emphasis on the latter -- that typifies the 1992 "pretend 
everything's hunkydory" Congress. 

This "look the other way" mentality is so pervasive that nary a murmur is being heard 
from the incumbents in this year's congressional campaigns about the massive, escalating 
national debt. To do so could remind the electorate that their smiley glad-hander is, in fact, one 
of its creators. 

The federal government must borrow $1,094,520,500 each and every day of the 1992 
fiscal year to pay for out-of-control spending. Just the interest on the $4 trillion national debt will 
cost the average household over $3,000 for 1992. By running up these massive debts and 
deficits, our politicians are, in effect, mortgaging America's future. They are big spenders to be 
sure, but they are even bigger borrowers. How can this be happening? Who's minding the store? 
Is the citizenry asleep? Distracted? Without hope? 

Some of each. Delmar Dennis, a senior field coordinator for the John Birch Society in the 
1970s, always encouraged the JBS members in his area to be "five percenters." He pointed out 
that practically all of the significant major changes, both good and bad, throughout recorded 
history have been achieved by an organized, dedicated few, consisting of less -- often much less 
-- than five percent of the population. 
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He categorized another 15 percent of the population as being generally aware of what is 
going on, but for whatever reason they just sit on the sidelines, unwilling or unable to act. 

The remaining 80 percent, Mr. Dennis said, simply don't know what's happening! They 
are either wrapped up in their own narcissistic existence or float through life with a "whatever 
will be, will be" fatalistic attitude. They are the flotsam and jetsam of humanity, benefiting 
whenever the white-hat five percenters strike a blow for freedom, or suffering -- often perishing 
-- when the black-hat five-percenters crush their little corner of the world. 

TRIMing Congress 

TRIM --Tax Reform IMmediately -- was organized in 1974 by the John Birch Society for 
the purpose of providing grass-roots Americans with the organized means to lower taxes through 
less government. TRIM began forming committees at the congressional district level. Staffed by 
volunteers, the committees raised money to print and distribute the TRIM Bulletin, which 
included the voting record of their local congressman on major spending bills. 

TRIM is strictly educational. It neither endorses nor opposes candidates for any office. Its 
purpose is not to elect or defeat candidates, but to inform the public. When the American 
electorate is truly informed, the political process will take care of itself. 

Is widespread distribution of a congressman's voting record effective? As national 
director of TRIM, I can attest to the fact that it is. One measure of this effectiveness is the way a 
big-spending congressman will dance all around the issues as soon as his voting record receives 
the light of day. But no matter how quick on his feet the congressman tries to be, widespread 
exposure of his record will result in either a change of tune or a change of congressman. The 
reason is simple: Most voters want lower taxes and less government, not high taxes and more 
government. 

Most of the House members on Capitol Hill now attempt to use one or more of the 
following tap dances in their ongoing effort to bamboozle the folks back home. 

"Trophy" Tap Dance 

A standard diversionary tactic of the big-spending congressman is to trot out a list of 
awards that have been bestowed on him for his supposed service on behalf of his constituents. 
One favorite award is "Watchdog of the Treasury." Just the name conjures up images of a 
vigilant, trustworthy servant of the people, ready to tear out the pants seat of any sleazy 
bureaucrat who even thinks about pilfering a tax dollar. Considering that a great many of the 
recipients of this award have voted yea on some of the biggest welfare-state, budget-busting bills 
to come along, this "watchdog" definition must be literal: a cur that meekly sits, just watching as 
the U.S. Treasury is systematically looted by assorted collectivists and special interests. 

One champion "trophy" tap dancer, former Congressman Steve Bartlett (3rd District of 
Texas), attempted to counter voter concern about his big-spending record by boasting: 

... I've received the "Watchdogs of the Treasury" Award for every year in Congress for 

my votes to reduce federal spending; I just received another "Taxpayers' Friend" 

award last week, so I must be doing something right .... 

The latest wrinkle in using awards as a distraction is the "Congressional Budget Tracking 
System" by the National Taxpayers Union (the same outfit that has been pushing for a dangerous 
constitutional convention). The "system" is based on tracking the sponsorship of spending 
legislation, but, incredibly, disregarding the actual votes cast by the congressmen! So, a big 
spender like Ray Thornton (2nd District of Arkansas) regularly sends out photocopies of an 
article from a local newspaper that praises him (and the whole big-spending Arkansas 
delegation) for being "among the most frugal" -- according to the NTU "system." Meanwhile, 
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Thornton votes for almost every major spending bill that comes down the pike! 

When your congressman pulls this award braggadocio on you, bring him back to reality. 
Firmly tell him to forget his trophies and, instead, explain his specific votes that you have 
inquired about. 

"Scare Tactic" Tap Dance 

Scare tactics, too, are used to prey on the electorate's lack of knowledge of the legislative 
process. A congressman will often imply that he is in agreement with the constituent's opposition 
to certain funding but that, if he had voted against it, some other essential services contained in 
the same bill would then have been defeated, resulting in the shutdown of a vital portion of the 
government. For example, if a congressman votes against the $81 billion bill that funds HUD, 
the Department of Housing and Urban Development with its scandal-ridden, unconstitutional 
bureaucratic swamp, he would also be voting against funding for the Veteran's Administration. 
Implied are acres of destitute vets pouring into the streets from boarded-up VA hospitals. 

Baloney! Yes, HUD and VA funding, which should be treated as separate items, are 
lumped together in the same bill. But if this package deal were defeated because of the HUD 
funding, then a bill to fund only the VA could be brought back for a new vote in short order. And 
this is exactly what would happen if the "package" approach were defeated. 

Last November, the House failed to override President Bush's veto of the massive $205 
billion Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education bill. (Mr. Bush vetoed it not because 
of the megabuck spending, but because of an abortion counseling provision.) Did Mr. Bush's 
successful veto of this bill shut the government down? Hardly. Three days later, a bill with the 
objectionable provision removed was rushed through and approved by the House. 

Packaging popular programs with unpopular ones that would not pass on their own merits 
is just one of the many tactics of the big spenders. 

Recently, Congressman Lee Hamilton (9th District of Indiana) spoke at an Indiana 
luncheon sponsored by a proforeign aid group. He complained about the increasing difficulty in 
rounding up enough congressional support for foreign aid and admitted that their best hope for 
passage was to package it with popular programs that would be hard to vote against. 

Congressman Chet Edwards (11th District of Texas) exemplified the use of the "scare 
tactic" when he claimed: 

Many of the "wasteful" measures which this publication [the TRIM Bulletin] refers to are 

appropriation bills -- bills which are vital government programs. Voting against 

these measures literally would have shut down programs important for flood 

control, clean water, housing, national security, NASA, and health care .... 

Rebut your congressman's scare tactics. Tell him that truly vital functions of government 
will merit his support when stripped of the parasitic welfarestate packaging. Let him know that 
you know a snow job when you see one. 

"Meat Carving" Tap Dance 

A third major diversionary tactic used by the big spenders is to make extensive references 
to preliminary votes taken against parts of a spending bill prior to the vote for final passage. The 
politician portrays himself as a slashing, chopping champion of the taxpayer, carving off every 
shred of pork humanly possible. Then, his over-taxed constituents are supposed to accept his 
vote for the bloated final bill, as if, after the minor cuts, they must accept the gargantuan 
remainder. 

To put things in perspective, our TRIM Bulletins attach an "average cost per household" 
to each of the congressman's votes listed on the Bulletin. There are now about 97 million 
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households in the United States. If a congressman boasts of voting to cut $48 million in 
belly-button lint subsidies from the $52.6 billion Agriculture Appropriations bill, for example, 
what he is really saying is that he slashed the average cost per household from $551.00 to a mere 
$550.51. But the resulting 49 cent "tax relief" effort just isn't going to do the job! 

Congressman Pete Geren (12th District of Texas) complained: 

The TRIM Bulletin fails to state that on each of these appropriation bills, amendments 

were offered to cut the appropriations spending by various percentages. I 

supported many of these across-the-board cuts, but these amendments were 

defeated. 

So, of course, Pete voted for all of the final bills covered by this Bulletin! 

When challenged on their nickel-and-dime whittling, exasperated congressmen will often 
rail against the "simplistic meat-ax approach" of those dreaded conservatives who demand major 
cuts in unconstitutional spending. A speaker touting for the John Birch Society years ago drew 
audience applause when he speculated that the reason politicians object so strenuously to the 
meatax approach is because it's our ax -- and it's their meat! 

"Starving Widow" Tap Dance 

This is really just a variation of the "we can't shut the government down" excuse. In this 
case, the congressman points out some cause in the bill that he believes you'll support on 
humanitarian grounds. He righteously announces that he could not stand by and see it go 
unfunded. He fervently hopes that you will, in the process, overlook the billions being spent in 
addition to the supposedly worthy cause. Congressman John Tanner (8th District of Tennessee) 
explained his vote for a $200 billion-plus Labor, HHS, and Education bill this way (get out your 
kleenex): 

It is absolutely deplorable that, as a technologically advanced country, we have such a 

high rate of babies dying each year. The Bureau of Maternal and Child Health and 

Resources Development is funded by money directed to HHS, and it is important 

that we learn why so many of our babies die each year and correct the problem. 

Often in combination with one or more of the above excuses, the big spenders will cite 
their vote and support for a balanced budget amendment to the Constitution. Your logical retort: 
"If you're such a big supporter of a balanced budget, why do you vote for huge deficits now?" 

"Wrong Votes" Tap Dance 

TRIM is also regularly criticized by big spenders for choosing only a few votes out of 
"the hundreds cast each session." The congressmen are depending on the average voter's 
unfamiliarity with those "hundreds of votes" -- the votes for National Pickle Week and on petty 
parliamentary maneuvers. 

TRIM reports only on the big-buck bills involving at least a billion dollars in mostly 
unconstitutional spending. Congressmen who employ this tactic hope they can get themselves off 
the hook if they can convince their constituents that the votes in the TRIM Bulletin are not 
representative. But the truth of the matter is that how a congressman votes on roll calls that were 
not reported by TRIM does not change how he voted on those roll calls that were reported! If, for 
example, a congressman who is shown as having voted for foreign aid had voted against foreign 
aid on another occasion, his anti-foreign aid vote does not change the fact that he voted for it this 
time. If his record is inconsistent, don't blame TRIM ! 

Congressman Jim Kolbe (Sth District of Arizona) lameriled in a hand-written note to one 
of his constituents: 

TRIM uses 5 or 6 votes a year out of hundreds -- and they always pick the wrong votes. 
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Actually, TRIM uses about 24 votes a year, but, from Mr. Kolbe's standpoint, they're still 
"the wrong votes." 

This completes our review of the big spenders' favorite straw arguments. In each 
instance, it is simply a matter of bringing the evasive congressman back to the main issue he 
would prefer to sidestep: "Did you vote the way TRIM says you did on the measures listed?" A 
congressman has yet to say no. 

Counterattack in '92! 

Just as the most successful military campaigns throughout history usually took advantage 
of favorable environment -- darkness, cloud cover, high tide, commanding hilltop, etc. -- 1992 
offers a uniquely advantageous circumstance for the launching of a counterattack to reclaim our 
constitutional republic. 

The best way for an informed electorate to rein in their out-of-control government is 
through the Congress, particularly the House of Representatives. The Establishment elite and 
major media cannot influence 435 congressional races every two years to the same extent that 
they influence the 33 or 34 Senate races -- or the one presidential race every four years. Congress 
is the only branch of government that is authorized by the Constitution to make laws, and of 
course, it cannot make any laws unless both houses vote for the identical bill. And finally, when 
it comes to spending, the House of Representatives is far more important than the Senate, since 
all spending bills are required by the Constitution to originate in the House. A simple majority of 
218 congressmen can bring deficit spending to a screeching halt! Then, when America's 
economic freefall is brought under control, we can begin the long road back to the Founding 
Fathers' magnificent creation -- a constitutionally-limited republic. 

This year, the House is reeling from scandal -- check bouncing, drug dealing in the House 
post office, exposure of lavish perks. A lot of 80 percenters now have one eye open (one more 
than usual). And a growing number of 15 percenters are getting fidgety on the sidelines. With 
some encouragement, many of them may get involved in this crucial struggle. 

"But I'm only one person," many would protest. "What difference can I make?" A lot 
more than they think. Beginning last fall, TRIM has greatly expanded its national presence. We 
now publish a TRIM Bulletin three times per year for every one of the 435 members of the 
House. Now, in addition to our local committees, we have thousands of individuals distributing 
TRIM Bulletins in all 50 states. It is becoming increasingly common for a congressman to see a 
room full of agitated constituents, waving TRIM Bulletins and asking pointed questions at his 
town meetings. The counterattack is underway! 

Is TRIM Bulletin distribution by itself a surefire formula for success? The honest answer 
is no, but it is an excellent way to get started. The conspiratorial forces that are at work to bring 
America to her knees are gigantic and ruthless. They pander to some of man's worst character 
flaws -- greed and self-promotion. The products of their pandering now roam the highest 
chambers of power in America. 

And they also promote despair among those whose character will not succumb to the 
perks of power. Over the years, I have seen time and again decent Americans who went directly 
from the "something just doesn't feel right" stage of awakening to an "it's too late, we've lost" 
condition when the trees in the forest finally came into sharp focus. 

But, even if defeat were a certainty, there is a moral obligation to oppose evil. The 
alternative is unthinkable -- a surrender of our precious heritage to the agents of what may well 
be an endless high-tech slavery. 

Become a Five Percenter! 
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Yielding to his penchant for stirring poetry, John Birch Society Founder Robert Welch 
began the foreword to the January 1961 JBS Bulletin with these lines by Josephson: 
For some men die by shrapnel 
And some go down in flames, 
But most men perish inch by inch 
In play at little games. 

Mr. Welch then made clear that opposing totalitarianism was "no job for weaklings." 

Subscribers to THE NEW AMERICAN, by and large, are not 80 percenters "in play at 
little games." Many are five percenters, activists in the cause of liberty, and have been for years. 
Most of the remaining readers are still in the 15 percent group on the sidelines, awakened to 
varying degrees to the fragile state of freedom in America, but not yet ready to commit to active 
involvement. 

If you are out there on the end of that diving board, up on your tippy toes, thinking about 
getting involved, let me give you a friendly little nudge. Come on in, the water's fine! In fact, it's 
very invigorating! For most of us, those little twinges of conscience that used to flare up 
occasionally (when we wondered what kind of country we would leave to our children and 
grandchildren when compared to the legacy of freedom that we inherited) are a thing of the past. 

Start slowly. Get a hundred TRIM Bulletins and establish a three-per-year delivery to a 
selected route of voters' homes in your neighborhood; build from there. And welcome to the 
five-percenter club! 


A sample TRIM Bulletin is inserted in the centerfold of this magazine. TRIM has a new 24-hour 
toll-free number for credit card orders: (S00) SPL-TRIM. Bulletins are $10.00 per 100, 


including shipping and handling. Quantity discounts start at 2,000 Bulletins. To order by mail, 
you can use the coupon on page 22. Be sure to specify the state, congressional district, and 
congressman's name for the Bulletin you want. 


The examples that follow provide a glimpse of grass-roots TRIM activity in recent 
months from across the nation. 
Arizona Arm-Twisting 

Out West in Arizona's Fifth District, four-term Congressman Jim Kolbe (Conservative 
Index: 40 percent) urgently requested a meeting with the local TRIM committee. Veteran 
committee chairman Eugene Conway was delighted to accept the invitation. 

Conway, accompanied by two other key TRIMers, was ushered into a private inner 
conference room where the congressman presented him with a 17-page "analysis" of his voting 
record. It was crafted to convince TRIM that, despite Kolbe's 11 votes out of 15 for high taxes 
and big government on the two TRIM Bulletins analyzed, he was somehow still a good friend of 
the taxpayer! 

After a full hour of courteous but intense exchanges, the TRIMers had chewed up and 
spit out all 17 pages. End of meeting. 

Faced with a more difficult reelection bid in 1992 because of revised district boundaries, 
Kolbe had desperately hoped that TRIM could be persuaded to stop spreading those nasty 
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Bulletins in his district. An hour with three TRIMers soundly convinced him otherwise. 
California Confrontation 

In Northern California, in the shadow of the towering redwoods, rookie TRIMer Stun 
Henning decided to drop in on the town meeting of his new congressman, Frank Riggs (CI: 43 
percent) and rain on his parade -- with a shower of TRIM Bulletins. 

Congressman Riggs's big mistake (if you don't count showing up) was arriving 45 
minutes late. By that time, the large crowd was on its second reading of their TRIM Bulletins, 
which documented his votes for high taxes and big government on seven of the eight major 
spending bills listed. Riggs took one look at the hostile audience and demanded to know what 
"idiot" was responsible for distributing the Bulletins. An incensed woman leaped to her feet and 
demanded that he apologize to Henning. 

Things went downhill for Mr. Riggs from there. Relentlessly grilled on his spending 
votes, he finally moaned, "It's just my job. I have to vote for them." His audience knew better. 
Kansas Keelhaul 

A newspaper report on the stormy meeting of seven-term Congressman Dan Glickman 
(CI: 33 percent) with his southcentral Kansas constituents was headlined, "Bitter voters badger 
Glickman." A large photo showed an irate taxpayer pointing an accusing finger at the 
beleaguered representative while lecturing him on the size of the national debt. A smaller photo 
pictures the cowering congressman, in a pose reminiscent of a trainee lion tamer having second 
thoughts. The article quoted a number of the standing-room-only crowd who voiced such 
sentiments as, "What I'm saying to you is, I'd like you to get out of my pocket and out of my 
life." 

What could have riled up these solid citizens to this degree? Wait! What's that we see in 
the left hand of that irate taxpayer? Why it's a TRIM Bulletin! TRIMers in action. 

Maryland Miscalculation 

Dropping by your congressman's town meeting to distribute TRIM Bulletins is always 
exciting, as two TRIMers, Kelly and Shannon, found out. 

The young ladies targeted the Charles County Government Building in La Plata, 
Maryland, where a forum on "health care" was scheduled by Congressman Steny Hoyer (CI: 10 
percent). 

Apparently the Congressman didn't think that his TRIM Bulletin report card (showing all 
eight of his spending votes for high taxes and big government) would make a good first 
impression on his prospective new constituents in La Plata -- a new area in Maryland's revised 
Fifth District. So, he dispatched an assistant to tell Kelly and Shannon they couldn't distribute the 
Bulletins on county property. (They were outside on the public sidewalk and were, in fact, well 
within their rights.) But, unsure of local laws, the downhearted duo was preparing to leave, when 
a man who had witnessed the confrontation introduced himself. He was the assistant editor of a 
local newspaper, the Observer. 

His story appeared in the next edition under the headline, "Hoyer staffer accused of 
intimidating women passing out fliers at meeting." And there, for the newspaper's 10,000 
readers, was reprinted the entire vote page from the Hoyer TRIM Bulletin! 


-- J.T. 


UN Sanctions Against Libya 
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The United Nations Security Council imposed sanctions against Libya on April 15th 
following Libya's refusal to surrender two suspects in the terrorist bombing of Pan Am Flight 
103 over Lockerbie, Scotland. The United States and Britain have issued warrants for the arrests 
of the two fugitives, and Libya had wanted the World Court to prohibit the two nations from 
pursuing military or economic action against Libya. The court, however, ruled that the matter 
had been properly reviewed by the Security Council. 

The sanctions against Libya include the prohibition of all flights into or out of Libya, 
except for those carrying humanitarian supplies approved by the UN; elimination of all 
shipments of weapons and other military equipment to Libya; reductions by all nations of their 
diplomatic staffs in Libyan missions and the shutting down of all Libyan Arab Airlines offices; 
and a requirement that Libya renounce terrorism and cooperate in other investigations of terrorist 
attacks. 

Libyan trade and oil shipments were not immediately affected by the sanctions, although 
Secretary of State James Baker said that an oil embargo was being considered. 

Iraq Destroys Nuclear Facility 

The United Nations reported on April 14th that Iraq, under the supervision of experts 
from the International Atomic Energy Agency, destroyed their alAtheer nuclear complex, 
situated outside Baghdad. The demolition, which was undertaken by about 1,000 Iraqis under the 
supervision of six agency inspectors, included destroying four buildings with dynamite, cutting 
the foundations of another, and sealing off the last with tons of concrete. Also destroyed at the 
al-Atheer site was 90 percent of the facility's nuclear equipment. 

The destruction of Iraq's nuclear facilities is one of the terms of the ceasefire ending the 
United Nations authorized Persian Gulf war. Iraq was also ordered to destroy its chemical 
weapons and ballistic missiles. Iraq had earlier complained that the terms threatened Iraq's ability 
to defend itself. 

Also on April 15th, the United States, Britain, and France warned Iraq to remove missile 
installations from Kurdish areas of the country and to stop all military aggression against the 
Kurds in the northern part of the nation and against the Shiite Muslims in the south. 

California Execution 

Convicted murderer Robert Alton Harris was put to death April 21st, the first person to 
be executed in California's gas chamber in 25 years. The execution came after the 9th U.S Circuit 
Court of Appeals in San Francisco issued a series of four stays of execution, the last coming 
moments after Harris had already been Robert Alton Harris strapped in the gas chamber shortly 
before 4 a.m., Tuesday. Harris was taken out of the chamber, and waited in a holding cell until 
the U.S. Supreme Court overruled the lower court and barred any other stays. Harris was then 
quickly returned to the gas chamber for the execution, and was pronounced dead at 6:21 a.m. 

Harris, who was convicted of murdering two San Diego teenagers in 1978, had 
previously appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court numerous times, had received a total of five 
execution dates, and had come within 12 hours of being executed in 1990. Opponents of capital 
punishment had pointed to his childhood of severe abuse as reason he should have been spared 
execution. 

Court Hears Abortion Case 

The U.S. Supreme Court heard arguments on April 22nd in a case involving a 
Pennsylvania abortion law which puts severe restrictions upon abortions performed in the state. 
The Abortion Control Law, which was passed in 1988 but has been stayed pending the Supreme 
Court's decision, requires that: 1) a doctor inform a woman seeking an abortion of the details of 
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her pregnancy and the risks involved in an abortion, as well as information regarding fetal 
development and a list of agencies offering alternatives to abortion; 2) an abortion be delayed at 
least 24 hours after a woman receives the required advisement from her doctor; 3) a girl under 
the age of 18 get the "informed consent" of at least one of her parents, and that the parent(s) 
attend the required advisement sessions with the girl (she may also obtain permission from a 
judge); and 4) in most cases a woman seeking an abortion sign a statement certifying that she has 
informed her husband that she is getting an abortion. 

Arguing that the Pennsylvania law should be struck down, Kathryn Kolbert, an attorney 
for Planned Parenthood, asked the Supreme Court to "reaffirm that the right to choose abortion is 
fundamental." United States Solicitor General Kenneth Starr, on the other hand, contended 
before the Court that abortion is not a right guaranteed by the Constitution. Pennsylvania 
Attorney General Emest Preate also argued for the law, telling the justices that it had been 
"carefully drafted to reflect the teachings of this [Supreme] court." 

The Supreme Court's decision on the case, which will likely come toward the end of 
June, is crucial in the ongoing right-to-life issue, because it could well determine the direction 
other states take in future abortion legislation, and may be used to effectively reverse the High 
Court's 1973 Roe v. Wade decision which legalized abortion across the nation. 

Mujahedeen Enters Kabul 

Islamic forces who for 14 years battled the Soviet army and the puppet government of 
Afghanistan President Najibullah, took over the capital city of Kabul on April 25th. Najibullah, 
who had stated his intention of relinquishing power to an interim government by the end of 
April, was ousted from power on April 16th, and was reportedly still in hiding in the city. 

As the mujahedeen forces overtook the city, threats of a new armed conflict were 
reported as rival factions fought over what type of government would now rule Afghanistan. The 
majority of the forces were loyal to moderate leader Ahmed Shah Masood, but a fundamentalist 
Islamic faction under Gulbuddin Hekmatyar were demanding the formation of a strict Islamic 
government. 

-- DAVID W. BOHON 


What a Waste! 


If the President and Congress were serious about balancing the budget, you might think 
that at the very least they would end the conspicuous waste so obvious in the bills they pass. Not 
that merely eliminating waste will dissolve our nation's incredible deficit. The true solution to 
that problem is abolishing the many unconstitutional programs upon which the current federal 
bureaucracy thrives. 

But the following examples of federal waste and pork barrel projects are so blatant, they 
prove that both the President and the Congress have given up even the pretense of trying to 
balance the budget. Most of these examples were included in legislation passed by Congress and 
signed by the President for the current (1992) fiscal year. 


Miscellaneous Pork 


$24 million for renovations to Chicago's State Street Mall. 

$6 million for a parking facility in Newark, New Jersey. 

$150,000 for a study to see if Bramwell, West Virginia is a national historical site. 

$4 million for a rural economic development center for St. Norbert College in Wisconsin. 
$100 million for the construction of a third U.S. embassy in Moscow. 
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$325,000 for a study to see if Wheeling, West Virginia is a national historical site. 
$25,000 to study a location for the new gymnasium for the House of Representatives. 
$5 million for President Bush's Points of Light Foundation. 

$2 million for the promotion of "native Hawaiian culture and values." 

$158,630 for a Louisville, Kentucky orchestra. 

$16,200 to send ten Russian students to the public schools of Dade County, Florida, "to 
join in an environmental experience with their American counterparts." 

$93,445 for "strengthening institutional relationships between Mayors of Argentina and 
the United States." 

$10 million for the North-South Center at the University of Miami to encourage cultural 
exchanges between nations of the western hemisphere. 

$400,000 for the purchase of new electronic baggage equipment for Hawaiian airports. 
$10 million for a foot bridge between the Statue of Liberty's Ellis Island and New Jersey's 
Liberty State Park. 

$3 million for a durable metals center in Ames, Iowa. 

$1 million for the New York City Public Library. 

$400,000 for telecommunications links between Vermont State colleges. 

$230,000 from the Agriculture Department to promote tourism in New Mexico. 

$1 million to renovate Tad Gormley Stadium in New Orleans. 

$2 million to study why truck drivers lose alertness at the wheel. 

$150,000 to interpret the Hatfield-McCoy feud in Matewan, West Virginia. 

$338,000 for the Office of Federal Inspector of the Alaska Natural Gas Transportation 
System, which oversees construction of a pipeline that is not being built. 

$500,000 for the AmeriFlora '92 plant convention in Columbus, Ohio. 

$49 million for a rock-and-roll museum. 

$5 million for Ted Turner's goodwill games. 

$15 million for a program at Dartmouth College to create 39 jobs (over $324,000 per 


job). 


Drowning the Taxpayers 


$9.4 million for one hundred acres of swamp reconstruction in New Hampshire. 
$400,000 to index 40,000 letters to the EPA about "wetlands," a cost of ten dollars per 
letter. 
$46 million for a "wet weather" demonstration project of sewer overflows in Wayne 
County, Michigan. 

$2 million for an undersea research center for Rutgers University. 

$500,000 for a Wetlands Advisory office in Chicago. 

$20 million for a new Christopher Columbus Center of Marine Research and Exploration 
in Baltimore, Maryland. 

$1.1 million for the National Center for Warm Water Aquaculture in Mississippi. 


Giving Taxpayers the Business 


The following mega-corporations with multi-million dollar advertising budgets received 
funds from the U.S. Department of Agriculture to market their products abroad. All figures in 
this category are for the current (1992) fiscal year: 
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$465,000 to McDonalds, to promote Chicken McNuggets. 

$1.2 million to the Pillsbury Company. 

$9.2 million to Sunkist Growers. 

$146,000 to Joseph E. Seagram and Sons. 

$2.3 million to Ernest and Julio Gallo, to promote their wines. 

$4.3 million to Dole fruit company. 

$180,000 to Campbell Soup 

$25,000 for Boston Beer. 

$1.3 million for American Legend Mink Cooperative, to promote furs. 

$380,000 to Ralston-Purina. 

$648,145 to Welch's, producer of the grape juice. 

$50,000 for Newman's Own products, owned by the multi-millionaire movie star. 
$7.6 million for Blue Diamond, to promote their nut products. 

$500,000 to the Georgia Department of Agriculture, to market peanuts in Eastern Europe. 


Obscene Taxpayer Abuse 


$25,000 for production of the "homoerotic" film Poison. 

$15,000 for "performance artist" Holly Hughes to write No Trace of the Blonde, a play 
about lesbianism with young girls. 

$637 million to the New York State Arts Council, which funds the homosexual film 
company Women Make Movies, Inc. 

$25,000 for the production of the movie Paris Is Burning, which promotes 
homosexuality, transvestitism, and sodomy. 

$12,000 for the 1991 San Francisco International Lesbian and Gay Film Festival. 


Not as Endangered as Taxpayers 


$750,000 to protect the desert tortoise in California. 
$500,000 to control the brown tree snake in Guam. 
$10.8 million for salmon and steelhead trout hatcheries in Washington and Oregon. 
$1.2 million for the African Elephant Conservation Fund. 
$200,000 to research the Rocky Mountain wolf. 
$2.7 million for a catfish farm in Arkansas. 
$750,000 to help replenish stocks of Hawaiian mullet, a saltwater fish, in Hawaii. 
$100,000 for a blackbird habitat in North Dakota. 
$1.7 million for a study to find out how to make "killer bees" less aggressive. 
$45,000 for mink research at Oregon State University. 

$390,000 to study alligator and redfish farms as potential food sources at Louisiana State 
University. 

$1.7 million for Pacific tuna management. 

$107,000 to study the mating habits of the Japanese quail. 

$500,000 to study the effects of cigarette smoking on dogs. 


Milking the Taxpayer 


$250,000 for research on grapes and berries in Oregon. 
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$100,000 to study prickly pear wood and mesquite at Texas A & M University. 
$400,000 for two Kansas companies to develop a wheat starch. 

$412,000 for a five-year study of barley genes. 

$225,000 for an onion storage facility at the University of Georgia. 

$100,000 for barley malt research at the University of Wisconsin. 

$2.9 million to study new uses for wood. 

$94,000 to study "apple quality." 

$80,000 to study the floss in milkweed pods. 

$603,000 for pickle research at North Carolina State University. 


Taking Taxpayers for a Ride 


$2 million for a bicycle and pedestrian path between Arlington and Cambridge, 
Massachusetts. 

$5 million for a bicycle pedestrian facility in Dayton, Ohio. 

$11.5 million for the Office of Intermodalism, which would study alternatives to 
automobile use. 

$2.5 million for a bicycle path in Dade County, Florida. 

$1 million to study why people don't use bicycles more often. 


Leaving Taxpayers in the Cold 


$1.7 million for an "exotic garden" in Miami. 

$1 million for a 154-acre nature park in Beaufort County, South Carolina. 

$20 million for a Training and Ecology Center in Bay City, Michigan. 

$1.3 million for a waste recycling center at Western Michigan University at Kalamazoo, 
Michigan. 


-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


Cleaning House 
Redistricting, retirement, and "Rubbergate" are changing Congress 

The upcoming changes in Congress this year are so great that many conservatives have 
wisely decided to put their money and labors into the unique opportunities of electing new 
congressmen to the House instead of spending their time on long-shot efforts to change the 
presidency. Already about 50 House members -- almost all of them liberal -- have either 
announced retirement, decided to give up their House seats to seek other offices, or have been 
defeated in primaries. 

Many factors are contributing to the high turnover rate expected in Congress this year. 
The House banking scandal has already forced the retirement of some members. In addition, 
many members who opt for retirement this year will be able to keep unspent campaign treasuries 
for their own personal use, the last year they will be allowed by law to do so. For congressmen 
with million dollar war chests, retirement is a tempting option. 

But the greatest factor forcing a change in Congress over the next four years will be 
redistricting, which will cost the liberal northeastern and rustbelt states a dozen congressional 
seats. These seats will be shifted to new districts in the sunbelt states, and will heavily favor 
conservative candidates. 
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Affirmative Action Redistricting 

While some shrewd gerrymandering gave House Democrats an unfair advantage during 
the 1980s, 1982 amendments to the Voting Rights Act have thrown the Democratic plans for the 
1990s into complete disarray. The Supreme Court has interpreted the 1982 law as mandating that 
new district boundaries be drawn to include the maximum number of majority-black, 
majority-hispanic, and other "majority-minority" districts. 

The result has been a complete redrawing of congressional district lines throughout the 
nation -- especially in the South. Republicans who fought the Voting Rights Act in Congress are 
now understandably ecstatic over the opportunities the law has created for them. Since most 
blacks tend to vote Democratic, most loyal Democratic supporters have been restricted into a few 
congressional districts, leaving the majority of the newly drawn districts leaning slightly 
Republican. In many states, such as Maryland and South Carolina, liberal incumbents will be 
pitted against each other while new seats are created. 

Some Dramatic Changes 

The new Dallas and Houston districts of Texas will favor conservative Republicans as 
existing districts in those cities are torn up to create "majority-minority" districts in inner city 
areas. This will cause a lot of trouble for the liberal Democrats who traditionally have held safe 
seats in the old Dallas and Houston districts. 

For example, Dallas-area Democrat John Bryant (Conservative Index:18 percent) has 
held his seat safely since 1982. His current district is 22 percent black and 20 percent hispanic, 
both reliably Democratic constituencies in the Dallas area. But with redistricting, Bryant will 
lose much of his minority base to the Dallas "majority-minority" district. In place of the minority 
areas, Bryant will gain more conservative suburban territory. Even if Bryant wins his race this 
fall against conservative Republican challenger Richard Stokely, his seat will remain vulnerable 
for the foreseeable future. 

California was the nation's most wildly gerrymandered state during the 1980s, as the 
Democrats' current 26 to 19 delegation advantage demonstrates. The new boundaries have 
prompted many analysts to predict that the delegation will soon have a majority of Republicans. 
Most of the seven new congressional districts California won with redistricting will favor the 
Republicans, and most Democratic incumbents will lose the advantage of their gerrymandered 
districts. 

In Illinois and Ohio, the new congressional maps will leave liberal Democrats out to dry. 
The Illinois court-drawn plan protected all incumbent Republicans, while pitting incumbent 
Democrats against each other in the primaries. Illinois gave four liberal Democrat incumbents 
the boot in its March 17th primary. In New York, a liberal Democrat and a liberal Republican 
will lose their seats. The third seat New York loses in redistricting will result in a Buffalo-area 
battle between moderate-to-conservative Republican Bill Paxon (CI: 60 percent) and any one of 
three ultra-liberal Democrats. 

The new districts created in North Carolina, Georgia, Virginia, and Arizona will heavily 
favor conservative Republicans. But New Jersey and West Virginia, which both have liberal 
delegations, will each lose a seat. In those states, bitter campaigns between rival liberals vying to 
remain in Congress are expected. 

The situation in Massachusetts will be much the same if the state loses its court battle to 
keep all eleven of its current congressional seats. None of the current 11 incumbents scored 
higher than Vermont socialist Bernie Sanders (30 percent) on THE NEW AMERICAN 
magazine's most recent "Conservative Index." The current Massachusetts map is heavily 
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gerrymandered to protect entrenched liberal Democrats, but the 1990s map will have to be 
approved by new Republican Governor William Weld. 

Most of the current districts begin in heavily Democratic Boston and wind their way out 
to the more Republican rural areas. The chances of a similar map being signed by Governor 
Weld are remote. And admitted homosexual Representative Gerry Studds (CI: 10 percent), one 
congressman whose district will not change much, is fighting for his political life again this year 
against Republican-turned-independent challenger Jon Bryan. Political newcomer Bryan held 
Studds to a 53 percent to 47 percent victory in 1990. 

Other Hot Battles 

Even the leadership of the House is under fire. The Democratic Majority Leader Richard 
Gephardt of Missouri (CI: 8 percent), number two Democrat in the House, won an unimpressive 
victory in 1990 and is under even greater fire this year. And in Georgia, Newt Gingrich (CI: 51 
percent), number two Republican in the House, won reelection in 1990 by less than 1,000 votes. 
Gingrich's district was so completely changed that the moderate-to-liberal Republican had to 
move his residence and run in an adjacent district just to have a chance at reelection in 
November. 

It is estimated that more than 100 freshman congressmen will enter the House of 
Representatives after the November elections. And with the favorable manner in which new 
district maps are being drawn, many of those freshman might well be conservatives. 

-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


Mr. Eddlem is director of research for THE NEW AMERICAN. 


Marauding gangs, crack babies, teen pregnancies, drive-by shootings, serial rapists, child 
molestation, battered women. The city of Los Angeles is beset by social plagues of biblical 
proportion. And what is LA Councilman Zev Yaroslavsky's latest crusade? A full-fledged jihad 
against any vestiges of religion in city government. 

Apparently riding high from a federal judge's rejection of a lawsuit by a top city police 
official charging religious discrimination by the city, Yaroslavsky is proposing a new Big 
Brother-style law that ought to make every true civil libertarian shudder. "This city has to make 
it clear, once and for all, that religion has no place in the operation of this government," 
Yaroslavsky said. 

The enemy in Yaroslavsky's holy war is Los Angeles Assistant Police Chief Robert 
Vernon, the evangelical cop once considered the heir apparent to LAPD Chief Daryl Gates. On 
March 11th, U.S. District Court Judge Stephen V. Wilson dismissed Vernon's suit which 
demanded $10 million in compensation from the city of Los Angeles for damages inflicted upon 
him by an investigation of his religious views and practices -- a probe Vernon's boss, Chief 
Gates, called a "witch hunt." Members of the police commission ordered the investigation on the 
pretense that Vernon's fundamentalist Christian faith was affecting his work. 

Though the investigation cleared Vernon of any wrongdoing, the controversy 
surrounding it assured that he would not be seriously considered as a replacement for the retiring 
Gates. Indeed, after the police commission had narrowed its search for a new chief to a 
half-dozen candidates, Vernon was conspicuously absent from the list. 
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Under Yaroslavsky's proposed ordinance, city employees would be prohibited from 
wearing religious symbols on uniforms or from using them on city property or in city 
communications. Religious services, study courses, and proselytizing on city property or on city 
time would be banned. No city resources would be allowed "to advance religion in any way." 

Impossible Ordinance 

Does this mean that a Jewish library clerk would be prohibited from wearing a yarmulke? 
Would a Catholic firefighter be forbidden from wearing a Crucifix? Would evangelicals be 
prosecuted for witnessing their faith on city property during coffee breaks and before or after 
their work shift? Would Los Angeles tell Black Muslim employees to forget about the Koran's 
requirements for prayer five times a day? 

Even Yaroslavsky concedes that there may need to be some exceptions made to permit 
such city hall rituals as invocations at council meetings and the annual displays of Christmas 
trees and menorahs. But why? Why is it appropriate for the city council to begin every meeting 
with an invocation, but not permissible for, let's say, a group of police officers to pray together 
before going out to risk their lives on the streets? 

These are serious First Amendment issues -- not just of religious freedom but free 
expression. While Yaroslavsky may be momentarily enjoying an exercise in political 
grandstanding, he and his colleagues on the city council will soon find out that it is simply 
impossible -- and wholly inadvisable -- to erect a high and impregnable wall of separation 
between church and state. 

Robert Vernon is not the only LA city employee whose faith has influenced the way he 
does his job. Everyone -even Mr. Yaroslavsky -- has religious views that shape their code of 
behavior and values. There is nothing wrong with that. In fact, it is our religious values that 
compel us to fight injustice, feed the hungry, and shelter the homeless. 

It is those basic values that led to the creation of our American Republic and our 
constitutional government. It is those basic values that hold our nation and our community 
together. And it is those basic values that hold the key to solving the very real problems besetting 
Los Angeles and the other great cities of this nation. 

-- JOSEPH FARAH 


Mr. Farah is editor of New Dimensions magazine and of the cultural watchdog newsletter 


Between the Lines. 


The campaign to transfer additional billions of dollars from beleaguered American 
taxpayers to Russia and the other former Soviet republics appears to be in trouble. The ranks of 
those fed up with having their pockets picked for extrinsic giveaways is mushrooming, and 
Congress is under increasing pressure from the grass roots to put foreign aid out of our misery. 
As a result, in the words of an April 9th New York Times headline, the "Aid Package for Russia 
Seems to Be Far from Wrapped Up." 

On March 31st, the Times had reported that the Bush Administration was depending on 
the Senate, rather than the House, for initial passage of Russian aid legislation, since only 
"one-third of the Senators are up for re-election this year, and thus they do not have to be as 
worried about anti-foreign-aid sentiment among voters as Representatives do." According to an 
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anonymous senior Administration official quoted by the Times, "We want to change the debate 
from foreign aid to the challenge of aiding Russia at this time." He acknowledged: "We don't 
want to have a money fight right now. We want to have a policy fight. Once consensus develops 
around the policy, we and the Congress will find the money." 

Yet, as syndicated columnist Samuel Francis points out, the U.S. has no "international 
responsibilities" other than those it has "constitutionally adopted as legally approved and ratified 
treaties," and at present we have "no treaty with Russia or the other C.I.S. [Commonwealth of 
Independent States] nations to provide them with money, aid or troops, and we have no 
obligation or 'responsibility,' legal or moral, to do so." 

The "Miser" Maneuver 

Among the varied stratagems employed to generate support for increased assistance to 
the former Soviet republics, perhaps the most ludicrous has been to portray the United States as a 
miser. This after squandering on foreign aid since 1946 an amount that exceeds our present 
national debt limit of some $4 trillion. Russian President Boris Yeltsin, former U. S. President 
Richard Nixon, Arkansas Governor Bill Clinton, leaders of sundry Western European nations, 
and other influential internationalists have used this argument. 

In a March 11th address, for instance, Nixon chided President Bush for inadequately 
supporting the Russian revolution, suggesting that Russia should be given as much as $100 
billion over the next five years. He also advised Congress and the President to demonstrate the 
same "vision" that President Harry S Truman had utilized 45 years earlier to persuade 
Congressmen Richard Nixon and John F. Kennedy to support the fledgling Marshall Plan. There 
was irony in such counsel, since one of the most vocal advocates of the Marshall Plan at the time 
was State Department official Alger Hiss, whom Nixon subsequently helped expose as a Soviet 
Spy. 

During a news conference that same day, President Bush stated that he agreed with Nixon 
in principle. But he added that there "isn't a lot of money around. We are spending too much as it 
already is. So to do the things I would really like to do, I don't have a blank check for all that." 
But by April Ist, ignoring his frugal rhetoric, the President unveiled his proposal for massive 
additional assistance as the U. S. share of a $24 billion aid program for the former Soviet Union 
devised by the Group of Seven major industrialized nations. 

Grain Gain 

One provision of the plan calls for an additional $1.1 billion in credit guarantees to enable 
the former Soviet republics to purchase U.S. agricultural products, including large quantities of 
grain. One of the most persistent proponents of such credits has been our Ambassador to Russia, 
Robert S. Strauss. His enthusiasm is understandable. On June 14, 1991, when his nomination as 
ambassador to what was then the Soviet Union was pending in the Senate, the Washington Post 
revealed that Strauss, who is a member of the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), was a 
longtime friend and business associate of Dwayne O. Andreas (CFR), chairman of Archer 
Daniels Midland Company (ADM), a leading exporter of grain to the Soviet Union. Noting that 
Andreas's Soviet dealings had "earned him a reputation as the new Armand Hammer" (a 
reference to the late pro-communist "capitalist" who idolized Lenin and generated much of his 
fortune from lucrative business dealings with the Soviets), the Post noted that ADM stood to 
benefit handsomely from the "grain credits Bush extended to the Soviet Union." Moreover, 
"Strauss has been on ADM's board since 1981 and, according to the company's most recent 
proxy statement, owned more than 27,000 shares of ADM stock as of last June [1990]. At 
current prices, that holding would be worth nearly $630,000." 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


The Administration claims that the credit guarantees will not impose a significant 
additional burden on taxpayers. But Frank J. Gaffney, Jr., director of the Center for Security 
Policy, explains that such a conclusion must be predicated on the fallacious assumption that "the 
loan guarantees, credits and other lending arrangements being extended to uncreditworthy Soviet 
successor states will be fully collateralized and/or paid back." Such unfounded premises, he 
recalls, "helped create the crushing debt such states inherited from the Soviet Union," and "a 
large portion of these new undisciplined loans and credit guarantees are virtually certain to be 
written down -- if not written off." When it happens, "billions that will shortly flow to Russia and 
perhaps other republics under the auspices of the U.S. ExportImport Bank and CCC [Commodity 
Credit Corporation] will come to constitute substantial new liabilities for the U.S. taxpayer." And 
funds that we supply to the IMF's lending facilities "will represent at least indirect costs to the 
American Treasury if and when these loans have to be 'cleaned up." 

Save the Ruble 

President Bush also declared his support for an IMF fund to stabilize the Russian ruble, 
which has been reduced in value to less than a penny by, among other things, the inflationary 
practice of printing more rubles to pay pensions and salaries for employees of state-run 
enterprises. The March 9, 1991 issue of Insight explained that the stabilization fund "would be 
an account that the Russian Central Bank could draw on to prevent fluctuations in the value of 
the currency," which would supposedly "raise the Russian people's confidence in their rubles and 
make them convertible into other currencies." Syndicated columnist B. J. Cutler speculates that 
the scheme "must have currency traders in New York, London, Paris and Zurich licking their 
chops. They normally bet against a currency being propped up and usually win. So they will end 
up with the swag, with $6 billion being added to the existing Soviet foreign debt, which already 
is in arrears." Not all of the money sent to Moscow will line the pockets of the "ex"-communist 
officials still running things. "Some will be used to repay Western banks, mostly German, for the 
bad loans they made. This is a subtle, hard-to-follow way of using the IMF and other agencies to 
transfer the burden of default from banks to unsuspecting taxpayers." 

If things go as planned, the $1.5 billion U.S. share of the planned $6 billion ruble 
stabilization fund will not be submitted to Congress for direct congressional approval. Instead, 
the Administration seeks to rely on a special fund that allows the IMF to borrow from certain 
wealthy nations (including the U.S.) to assist other IMF members. As described by the New York 
Times for April 9th, in "the 1960's, 10 major industrial countries set up a fund now having $23 
billion that they could draw from to help stabilize their currencies, and the Americans proposed 
that $6 billion from that fund be used to stabilize Russia's ruble." 

According to the Times, the "Group of Seven embraced that plan because Washington, 
Bonn and Tokyo were not hungering to appropriate $6 billion in new funds to underwrite the 
risky currency." As the April 2nd Wall Street Journal observed, "Because Congress blessed this 
procedure a decade ago, the administration doesn't need a vote now to turn over $1.5 billion to 
the IMF for the stabilization fund." 

Record of Failure 

Mr. Bush also urged Congress to approve another $12.5 billion contribution to the IMF. 
The proposal has been stalled for months by legislators fearful of a backlash from angry voters in 
November. On March 31st, IMF officials had announced that they expected Russia and most of 
the other 14 former Soviet republics to join the IMF by the end of April, and that aid totaling as 
much as $18 billion over the next three years would begin flowing soon thereafter. 

Needless to say, the aid will be accompanied by the usual IMF austerity strings. In 1986, 
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Harvard economist Jeffrey Sachs, who advises the Russian government, published a study of the 
IMF's program, asserting that "there are almost no success stories of countries that have pursued 
IMF austerity measures." And Doug Bandow, a senior fellow at the Cato Institute, questions 
whether the IMF, "in the four decades it has been making loans, contributed to growth abroad." 
The answer, he concludes, "appears to be no." In "the Philippines and Zaire," for example, 
"foreign transfers were blatantly looted." And in other countries, IMF "money was wasted on 
prestige projects. And even what were once thought to be the best investments -- docks, 
factories, roads -- are deteriorating and bleeding many poor nations to death." Bandow contends 
that foreign aid has for years "helped delay the day of reckoning for many economies. Today 
borrowers are left with huge debts and low growth. They need economic reform, not more loans. 
Once reforms are in place, private credit and investment will follow naturally." 

British economist Dr. Peter Bauer, one of the world' s top authorities on the impact of 
foreign aid on recipient countries, believes that membership in the IMF and World Bank would 
be disastrous for the Russian economy in the long run. Noting that such institutions lend to 
governments (thereby increasing the power of the government officials who have access to the 
money), Dr. Bauer reminds us that the "multilateral institutions do not have a record of success. 
We have Third World debt crisis. We have socialized, bureaucratized economies everywhere, 
reflecting the government-to-government grants of the multilateral institutions." Overall, he 
contends, "the main effect of aid through the multilateral institutions would be to grow 
bureaucracy where it's needed least." 

According to figures compiled by Melanie Tammen, director of the Cato Institute' s 
Project on Global Economic Liberty, the $70 billion foreign debt accumulated by the old Soviet 
Union includes about $40 billion owed to banks in Germany, France, Japan, Italy, and Great 
Britain. Presently, only 30 percent of the interest payments are being met, with virtually no 
reduction of the principal. 

Tammen speculates that a very large amount of the monies that will be disbursed under 
new IMF and World Bank loans when they start to flow are just going to go right back to 
Western Europe in debt service. Since the U.S. "contributes" approximately one-fifth of the 
funding for both institutions, American taxpayers will, under the humanitarian guise of helping 
needy Russians, be covering the bad debts of international bankers. 

Their Cup Overflows 

As noted earlier, the spectre of famine has been raised to generate support for Russian 
aid. For example, on November 8, 1991, Associated Press reported that the "Bush 
administration, in a move to help the Soviet Union through a tough winter, is preparing to offer 
up to $1 billion in food assistance and about $35 million in medical aid...." But by March 10th, 
AP reported that "during the first two months of the year, an unusually mild winter was drawing 
to a close without any major disturbances in the Russian heartland." Indeed, the former USSR 
may have much more grain than the West has been led to believe, and the threat facing the 
Russian people may not be a lack of grain but government control of the grain supplies. 

And according to Hoover Institution senior fellow Richard F. Staar, former U.S. 
ambassador to the conventional arms control talks in Vienna, there are compelling reasons to 
believe that the old Soviet Union may actually be overflowing with grain! The Soviets had a 
target storage capacity for a strategic grain reserve of 362 million metric tons by 1990. Writing 
in the February 11th Washington Times, Staar noted, "Most of it has come from Western 
imports over the past 20 years, about half of them from the United States .... University of North 
Carolina economics professor, Steven S. Rosenfielde, has asserted that these supplies could feed 
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the entire population of the former U.S.S.R. for three years. This estimate actually may be low, 
i.e., grain currently in storage might last for four years." 

Citing Soviet sources, Staar asserts that the central Soviet government "purchased 42mmt 
[million metric tons] to 43mmt of domestic grain during 1991 ," an amount "approximately 
8mmt or 9mmt above annual consumption by the population in all 15 republics of the former 
Soviet Union." 

The subterfuge apparently entails more than mere wheat. According to the most recent 
edition of the Soviet Military Encyclopedia, huge supplies of food, fuel, material, capital 
equipment, spare parts, and other supplies were maintained to enable the Soviet Union to 
mobilize for, fight, and recover from a war. In late October of last year, Vitaly V. Shiykov, 
deputy chairman of the Russian Defense Council, cited figures indicating the possibility (as 
summarized by Staar) "that the stockpiles of material for the military-industrial base totaled more 
than 200 billion rubles in value, or one-fourth of last year's GNP." Which means that if "the 
West continues sending food, it will only help the Red army military threat survive the death of 
the Soviet Union." 

Hidden Treasures 

The list of commodities now being hidden by the former Soviet Union may include a 
substantial part of its gold reserves. The Soviet Union was, with South Africa, one of the world's 
leading gold producers. Western estimates pegged its stockpile at around 2,000 tons, but in 
September of last year a senior Soviet official claimed that the nation's gold reserves had 
dropped to a mere 240 tons. 

According to Reuters, international experts on the Soviet economy suspected that it was a 
ploy "aimed at winning more Western financial support." In early October, a senior official of 
Gosbank (the Soviet state bank) told a conference in Tokyo that the USSR held gold reserves of 
375 tons. At about the same time, Soviet economist Alexander Belozertsev told the Chicago 
Mercantile Exchange that the reserves were worth between $5 billion and $6 billion, or about 
530 tons. 

Whatever the actual amount, the whereabouts of the Soviet gold remains a mystery. 
Writing in the Washington Times for March 31st, Igor Oleynik, editor of USSR Business 
Insights and a fellow of the Jamestown Foundation, noted that "it is already clear from 
rudimentary analysis that the former Soviet Union, even after its disintegration, still must be 
hiding an enormous fortune, not just gold but also other precious assets ." According to Oleynik, 
most of the fortune is sequestered in the West. "Billions of dollars worth of Soviet gold and 
diamond reserves, as well as the bank accounts of the Soviet Communist Party, are missing and 
unaccounted for," which makes it especially curious "that the West continues to think about 
financial aid or assistance for the bankrupted All-Union government when it should concentrate 
its attention on investigating the vast secret wealth and financial network created by Communist 
Party officials." 

To the contrary, however, the West in general and the U.S. in particular continue to use 
one inventive excuse after another to justify pouring foreign aid into former Soviet republics 
which remain largely under the control of unrepentant "former" communists who continue to 
advocate socialism. As Mikhail Gorbachev phrased it in an article distributed by New York 
Times Special Features in February, the "idea of socialism lives on" in the old Soviet Union, and 
"the quest -- the desire to experiment and to find a new form for putting the socialist idea into 
practice -- is ongoing." In the same article, he affirmed that he had "no doubts about Yeltsin's 
commitment to democratic reform. We agree on the basic issues of how to reform a society that 
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is on its way to a new system." 

The Bush Administration may cite humanitarian arguments for coming to the rescue of 
the former Soviet Union, but these arguments are nothing more than window dressing designed 
to hide the real purpose behind the giveaway. That purpose is to help bring about the new world 
order by transferring America's wealth to other nations. Because Mr. Bush is committed to doing 
everything within his power to help usher in this new world order, he continues to boldly 
promote foreign aid against the wishes of most Americans. 

For the Record 

During March alone, other facets of U.S. assistance to the former Soviet Union included: 

¢ A $14.3 million deal (the first of many that are planned) to buy space technology and 
nuclear materials from Russia. According to government officials and independent scientists 
cited by the Washington Post, the "United States has no immediate need for any of the Russian 
materials approved for import." 

* Two programs to place at least 150 former Soviet scientists in U.S. universities and 
another 180 with private research firms. According to the New York Times, the "scientists will 
get jobs for one or two years, with the Government picking up part of the expenses and the 
companies and universities the rest." 

* Approval for the Pentagon to spend $7.5 million on a prototype of a once top-secret, 
space-based nuclear Topaz reactor that Russia has been anxious to liquidate for needed cash. The 
Pentagon had previously opposed the purchase, but now the Defense Department claims that the 
Strategic Defense Initiative program is eager to study the Topaz reactor as a future power source 
for large space platforms. 

* Authority for the Energy Department to negotiate the purchase of $6 million of 
Plutonium-238, supposedly to be used by NASA as fuel for electricity on space missions. The 
deal depends on a Russian promise not to use the money to produce nuclear weapons. 

* Relaxation of restrictions on the export of advanced technology to the former Soviet 
Union. The list of items previously considered too sensitive for export has been slashed by 
two-thirds. 

*K * * 

Senator Alan Simpson (R-WY) recently declared: "It's an election year and when we go 
home, we're facing questions that we're giving too much to foreign aid. We have to go forward 
regardless of the criticisms and do what can be done to assist the Commonwealth [of 
Independent States]." Easy for Simpson to say, as his term does not expire until 1996. But for 
U.S. senators and representatives on the ballot this year, voters should make clear that it is time 
to bring the looting to an end. We must do what can be done to Stop All Foreign Aid! 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 


Gamsakhurdia: His Voice Had to Be Silenced 


Recent events in the former Soviet republic of Georgia provide an enlightening indication 
of how the new world orderlies intend to conduct business when someone stands in the way. The 
elected, and deposed, Georgian President Zviad Gamsakhurdia had been jailed in the 1970s for 
disseminating antiSoviet propaganda and defending human rights. Eduard Shevardnadze was the 
republic's Communist Party leader at the time, and it was he who had Gamsakhurdia arrested. 
Shevardnadze, who would later become Soviet Foreign Minister, had a well-deserved reputation 
for ruthless brutality, having authorized the torture of prisoners in Georgian jails. Case histories 
of the tortures he directed have been catalogued in a number of books, including Gamsakhurdia's 
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own 1976 account, Torture in Georgia. 

In April 1989, in the wake of pro-independence demonstrations in Georgia, then-Soviet 
president Mikhail Gorbachev sent in Soviet police to arrest hundreds and seize tens of thousands 
Of firearms from the Georgian people. On May 26, 1991, Gamsakhurdia was overwhelmingly 
elected president of the republic, receiving nearly 87 percent of the vote to become the first 
directly-elected leader of a Soviet state. 

In August, Gamsakhurdia was the only leader of a Soviet republic to openly express the 
widely-held suspicion that Gorbachev himself had faked the August "coup." And Georgia was 
the only country to remain aloof from the new Commonwealth of Independent States alliance 
that was formally launched by the other 11 former Soviet republics in December. 

In the wake of such recalcitrance, Gamsakhurdia came under increasing pressure to 
resign by a minority faction, led by "intellectuals" who accused him of being dictatorial and 
paranoid. The latter accusation stemmed from his oft-repeated assertion that his political enemies 
were trying to depose or kill him at the behest of Gorbachev and Shevardnadze. On December 
22rid, well-armed opposition forces made their move to oust Gamsakhurdia. On January 2nd, the 
rebel forces formed a military governing council and named Tengiz Sugua, who had been 
Georgia's Premier under Gamsakhurdia before resigning in August 1991, to head an interim 
government. On January 6th, Gamsakhurdia fled the capital city of Tbilisi. On that same day, 
Eduard Shevardnadze offered to assist the republic in its efforts to establish "democracy." The 
next day, Shevardnadze returned from Moscow to Georgia, announcing that he would probably 
run for a seat in the Georgian parliament when new elections are held, and possibly run for the 
presidency. 

Meanwhile, from exile Gamsakhurdia accused Shevardnadze of masterminding the revolt 
to prepare the way for his own return to power. On January 8th, as reported in Facts On File for 
January 9th, Interim Premier Sigua announced "that the Georgian military council had located 
documents that diagnosed Gamsakhurdia as mentally ill. Sigua said the diagnoses made the 
deposed president ineligible to take part in future parliamentary elections." Facts On File also 
noted, "Dissidents under the former Soviet regime had frequently been designated as mentally ill 
by the state in order to facilitate their imprisonment." 

On March 11th, Shevardnadze was named to head the council that is to assume power in 
Georgia. His backers claim that his leadership is needed to lead the republic out of "isolation." 

-- R.W.L. 


There was no fanfare and scant media coverage. It sailed through the Senate on April 2nd 
on a unanimous voice vote, with none of the intense public debate that attended the Panama 
Canal Treaty ratification a few years back. But the just-adopted United Nations international 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights presents a far greater danger to our American 
constitutional system and to the rights of every American citizen. 

Last November 21st, during hearings on the treaty in the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations, Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) was the only member to register opposition. "Now this 
Senator and every other Member of Congress has taken an oath to protect and defend the 
Constitution of the United States," Helms reminded his colleagues. "And that means we should 
be fully committed to the rights of the individual, which are enshrined in our Constitution. And 
we should be committed to the protection of these individual rights. We cannot keep that 
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commitment if we agree to the terms of this covenant." 
Giant Step Backward 

Why the conflict? Because, said Helms, the "covenant calls into question the right to 
freedom of speech, and freedom of the press, and just punishments -- they are clearly 
constitutional, and even the Federal/State structure of our legal system. Now any agreement that 
undercuts these rights is an attack on human fights, not a safeguarding of human rights. This 
covenant, in sum, is a step backward into authoritarianism..." 

Serious charges. But summarily dismissed by the more "sophisticated" 
internationally-minded members of the committee as the paranoid ravings of a hopeless 
super-nationalist. The serious flaws in the covenant, however, are obvious, and by no means 
inconsequential. In wording typical of that found in the constitutions of communist states, the 
covenant acknowledges various rights of individuals, then negates those rights with all manner of 
conditions. 

Article 14, for example, states "everyone shall be entitled to a fair and public hearing." 
Sound similar to the U.S. Constitution's guarantee "to a speedy and public trial?" Ah, but it then 
goes on to declare: "The Press and the public may be excluded from all or part of a trial for 
reasons of morals, public order...." It, in essence, provides legitimacy for secret trials, a hallmark 
of despotism throughout history. 

Likewise, Article 21 purports to guarantee a right of peaceful assembly, but then permits 
the state to limit this right for "national security or public safety, public order, the protection of 
public health or morals..." 

Bush Addendums 

The Bush Administration, seeking to blunt criticism of such glaring defects, came up 
with five reservations, five understandings, four declarations, and numerous explanations that it 
attached to the treaty. Declaration number two shows the strength of Bush's commitment to 
rights: "It is the view of the United States that States Party to the Covenant should wherever 
possible refrain from imposing any restrictions or limitations on the exercise of the rights 
recognized and protected by the Covenant, even when such restrictions and limitations are 
permissible under the terms of the Covenant." Translation: Please use your dictatorial powers 
sparingly -- if you can help it. 

Under declaration number three, "The United States declares that it accepts the 
competence of the Human Rights Committee to receive and consider communications ... in 
which a State Party claims another State Party is not fulfilling its obligations under the 
Covenant." Saddam Hussein will love that, as will every other anti-American despot. 

This same Human Rights Committee, the Administration admits, "has adopted the view 
that prolonged judicial proceedings in cases involving capital punishment could in certain 
circumstances constitute" cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, which is prohibited by the 
convention. Keeping in mind the incredible judicial mischief involved in the recent attempts to 
halt the execution of convicted murderer Robert Alton Harris in California, try to imagine the 
havoc that might be visited upon our criminal justice system once the Human Rights Committee 
gets involved. 

As Senator Helms noted: "Many countries controlled by totalitarian governments have 
signed on to this covenant, laughing all the way back to the garage." Further, he said, "I have no 
doubt that these countries will not acknowledge our reservations, but they will use U.S. 
ratification to make false charges of violations of the covenant .... Meanwhile, they will use the 
serious weaknesses of this covenant to justify their own cruel regimes." 
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Doubtful Declarations 

It is not only foreign dictators who put little store in the power of reservations and 
declarations. The State Department's claim, for instance, that declaration number one makes the 
treaty "non-self-executing" (that is, it "will not create a cause of private action in U.S. courts") is 
rejected by many treaty proponents here in the U.S. The International Human Rights Law Group 
stated: "It is not clear that such a declaration would be binding on the judiciary. Scholars and 
court decisions support the view that the issue whether a treaty is self-executing or not is one of 
construction by the courts." 

Make no mistake, this is a full-frontal attack against the Constitution by the new world 
order gang at the Council on Foreign Relations. When George Bush and his CFR-laden State 
Department sent the UN treaty over to Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chairman Claiborne 
Pell (CFR), they had their ducks in a row. Nine of the senators on the committee are current or 
former CFR members, and most others vote the CFR line. The committee staff director is a CFR 
man, and, as to be expected, the Senate testimony was stacked with CFR "experts." 

That the UN International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights breezed through 
committee is no surprise. That it was blindly embraced by the entire U.S. Senate is an outrage. 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 


AMERICAN OPINION The Key to 
Freedom 


FR. JAMES THORNTON 


Fr. James Thornton, a priest in the Eastern Orthodox Church, is a regular contributor to THE 
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The more thoughtful among patriotic Americans have long held that education is the 
primary key to victory in overcoming the forces of collectivism that for several decades have 
threatened to overwhelm and enslave the people of our Republic. Robert Welch, for many years 
one of the chief spokesmen for those Americans who favor a return to constitutional government 
and genuine conservatism, put it succinctly: "Education is our total strategy, and truth is our only 
weapon." 

Welch and others have stated that if we could simply reach the American electorate, 
educate them in the fundamental principles that comprise our American way of life, and expose 
the nefarious plans of the exponents of allpowerful, socialistic government, then the victory of 
American principles would be assured. This is so for several reasons. 

One Hope 

First, if an electorate is thoroughly informed as to the ultimate objectives of socialism, it 
will oppose this alien ideology and opt for freedom. An intelligent, educated, informed electorate 
will not willingly submit to slavery. That is why the proponents of socialism are forced to use 
deception to achieve their goals. For collectivists, truth is indeed a most dangerous enemy. Thus, 
in place of truth, socialists invariably employ crude propaganda, mob psychology, envy, class 
hatred, and hysteria. Unless deceived, honest, morally upstanding people will never choose the 
socialistic path to serfdom. 

Second, the very concept of a republican government, limited by constitutional law, is 
predicated on the notion that the electorate must be properly educated and fully informed if it is 
to make sound decisions. Generally speaking, a more thoroughly educated people, if it is made 
up of those who are also morally upright, will translate its knowledge into better government 
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when it makes its choices at the polls. 

By contrast, an illeducated and poorly informed electorate will subject itself inevitably to 
purveyors of simplistic sloganeering instead of truthful information. Such a body of ignorant 
voters will make poor decisions about those it selects to lead government. 

Patriotic Americans, in their opposition to collectivism and their fight to maintain our 
republican form of government and the freedoms and individualism that are fostered by that form 
of government, have but one realistic hope. That hope is to work for the ongoing education of the 
American people so that they know clearly what is at stake in the world struggle that has 
dominated the 20th Century, so that they appreciate the incomparable blessings that spring forth 
from a way of life that is free and so that they will avert the disaster represented by that dreary, 
downward-sloping road to totalitarian collectivism of various types, including especially both 
communism and its first cousin, social democracy. Let us consider this matter in greater depth 
and briefly survey the historical record as it touches on the subject of education. 

Voices of History 

The famed Greek philosopher Aristotle remarked almost two and a half millennia ago 
that the difference between a man who is educated and one who is ignorant is as great as the 
difference that distinguishes the living from the dead. An early Christian Father, St. Basil the 
Great, writing in the Fourth Century, observed that education allows for an informed choice 
between that which is beneficial and that which is unintelligent and injurious. The British 
essayist, Joseph Addison (1672-1719), wrote: "Education is a companion which no 
misinformation can depress, no crime can destroy, no enemy can alienate, no despotism can 
enslave." Another Briton, Henry Peter Brougham (1778-1868), stated that "education makes a 
people easy to lead, but difficult to drive; easy to govern, but impossible to enslave." Our own 
Thomas Jefferson admonished future generations of Americans that ignorance is the enemy of 
liberty. He said: "If a nation expects to be ignorant and free, in a state of civilization, it expects 
what never was and never will be." 

In his Farewell Address, delivered in 1796, the Father of our Country, George 
Washington, expressed his confidence in the value of a virtuous, morally sound, educated 
citizenry when he said: 

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary spring of popular government. 

The rule indeed extends with more or less force to every species of free 

government .... Promote, then, as an object of primary importance, institutions for 

the general diffusion of knowledge. in proportion as the structure of a government 

gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion should be 

enlightened. 

Another of the American founders, Benjamin Rush (1745-1813), placed emphasis on the 
critical necessity for an educated, informed citizenry when he declared: "There is but one method 
of preventing crimes, and of rendering a republican form of government durable, and that is, by 
disseminating the seeds of virtue and knowledge through every part of the state." And the 201h 
President of the United States, James A. Garfield, spoke these words to the American people: 
"Next in importance to freedom and justice is popular education, without which neither freedom 
nor justice can be permanently maintained." 

It has been well appreciated down through history that a nation whose Citizens are little more 
than an ignorant rabble, without moral bearings and without any sense of history, will quickly 
sell its birthrights of independence, freedom, and self-government in exchange for imagined 
security or supposed material well-being. In fact, for those who do not know better, the mere 
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promise of security and material goods suffices. Wallowing in ignorance, a wretched, rootless 
fellaheen, even after its freedoms are gone forever -- and after the security and material 
well-being for which it traded its freedoms are also gone and have become a bittersweet memory 
-- will thrash around in futile rage, never suspecting the truth. It will drift fecklessly from one 
vicious tyrant to another. 

The question now presents itself as to what, precisely, constitutes education and an 
educated public. There are several ways in which this question may be answered, all of them 
essential to our objective. Let us first examine the importance of education at its highest level. 

Higher Education 

Education is described in the dictionary as the process whereby, through the acquisition 
of knowledge, the mind and character are developed and shaped. However, this, I believe, is 
insufficient. One can see that, according to the definition just cited, the mind and the character 
can be shaped according to a variety of formulae. Depending on which formula is used, the final 
product might be as admirable as a Jefferson or as execrable as a Stalin. We are compelled to 
add, therefore, that true education must aim at the shaping of the character and mind not only 
through the acquisition of knowledge, but through the acquisition of tradition -- more 
specifically, the tradition of the West. The Western tradition is a living tradition that has enjoyed 
a continual existence since the time of ancient Greece. It is the underpinning for our entire way 
of life and is unique in all the world for its emphasis on individual responsibility and individual 
liberty. 

Of late there has been a concerted attack on the tradition of the West. Incredibly, that 
tradition is now characterized in certain circles as the outmoded striving for "cultural hegemony" 
by the followers of "dead white males" and is being expunged from high school and college 
curricula. It is being replaced by the vapid ravings, outpourings, and scratchings of Marxists, 
primitivists, lesbian liberationists, and a host of other assorted fanatics of various Stripes, all 
united in one thing: their violent hatred for and desire to destroy Western Christian civilization. 
Knowing our enemies as we do, however, we must confess that their hatred is perfectly 
understandable. These enemies of freedom comprehend fully what some of us do not -- that the 
Western Christian tradition is the final and most formidable bulwark against collectivistic 
slavery. The contemporary attack on the Western tradition is only the latest and most blatant 
attempt at the undermining of education in general. Some others are more subtle. 

Ignorant of Ignorance 

In a recently published article, Professor Michael Bauman of Hillsdale College delineated 
the fundamental differences between, on the one hand, higher education as it was once 
universally understood (and is today understood only in a few places) and, on the other, the 
technologically-oriented jobtraining that has largely replaced the classical, liberal-arts education 
in the United States and Western Europe. The difference between the two is, the professor writes, 
"the difference between wisdom and information, between knowledge and data, between 
knowing and knowing about. Those who acquire the former are genuinely educated; those who 
gain only the latter are technological functionaries...." 

To underscore his point, Bauman relates a story from the life of Socrates. Socrates once 
said to the Oracle of Delphi that he wished to know who was the wisest among men. "You are 
the wisest," the Oracle told him. Socrates was amazed at this reply. "But I do not know 
anything," he insisted. Socrates, we learn from this story, was wiser than other men because he 
grasped his own ignorance; so much so that he boldly affirmed that he knew nothing. As 
Professor Bauman says, "At least he knew he was ignorant; the others were ignorant and didn't 
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know it. As long as they were ignorant of their ignorance, they could never change it." The man 
of real wisdom, in knowing his own ignorance, can strive throughout his entire life to 
overcome it. 

Education, before the "progressive education" quacks came onto the scene, once aimed at 
revealing to students their own ignorance, so that upon that underlying premise could be erected 
the edifice of a sound, thorough, broad, classical education. That sort of education, we recall, 
produced great men such as many of our own American Founding Fathers. These men were true 
aristocrats: not of blood, but of profound wisdom, enduring honesty, strong character, and 
tenacity in the face of adversity. 

Today such men are much rarer than in the past because few real institutions of higher 
learning any longer exist. Instead, job-training and extremely narrow specialization are the rule. 
This produces not well-rounded men of wisdom, but, to use Dr. Bauman's term, "technological 
functionaries," who are frequently little more than fools and dilettantes when they step outside of 
their chosen professions. And a society led by technological functionaries is a society ignorant of 
the lessons of the past and ignorant most particularly of its own ignorance. While technological 
functionaries may well be brilliant in their own fields, they are not truly educated since they have 
been stunted in the growth and development of character and in the acquisition of a useful base 
of knowledge. Frequently, such men as these are radical pragmatists in the sense that they are not 
restrained by any measure of inward respect for law and morality. Indeed, such men are, at 
worst, potential building stones of a future totalitarian state. They are men who have been cut off 
from their roots and have become moral, cultural, and historical barbarians. But higher 
education, though it can be the training ground for future leaders, is only one part of the picture. 

Educating Yourself 

One cannot denigrate also the value of self-education. One example of the power of 
self-education is Abraham Lincoln, whose life has been an inspiration both to Americans and all 
people of good will around the world. Lincoln was a man with little formal education. He was, 
nevertheless, a man who possessed a fine mind and good common sense and who, by assiduous 
and careful reading, came to acquire wisdom. Likewise, the beloved English author Charles 
Dickens was largely self-educated and grew to adulthood amidst many hardships. We must not 
forget to mention also the famous inventor, Thomas Edison, and one of the greats of modern 
industrial production, Henry Ford. Both of these men were self-taught. 

All men of learning are, to some extent, self-educated. Education, we remember, is not 
confined to the short span of a person's youth, but rather is a life-long quest. We may see this in 
the life of Robert Welch, too. A child prodigy, Welch attended the University of North Carolina 
and graduated in the top third of his class at the age of 16. Yet he never relinquished his thirst for 
learning or, as one writer put it, his "joy in the pursuit of knowledge." 

Mr. Welch's devotion to a life of ongoing self-education is exemplified in his excellent 
book, The Romance of Education. The writer Gary Allen says of Robert Welch that he "never 
slowed his frenetic pace. He never considered success in the financial and business worlds as 
anything other than a means to buy the time to pursue the world of scholarship and travel the 
globe. As he consumed one book after another, his personal library grew until it eventually 
comprised some five thousand volumes -- most of which Welch had actually read!" 

Welch acquired wisdom through a lifetime quest for knowledge and truth. The fruits of 
that quest, that joy and adventure in study and thought, he shared with others, most particularly 
with the members of the organization he founded. Those who knew him will testify that not only 
did this drive for knowledge serve to make him wise; it kept his mind youthful and agile. 
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This feature of Robert Welch's life brings to mind a statement made by another great 
American, Douglas MacArthur; on the occasion of the celebration of his 751h birthday. Though 
the General does not speak directly about education, he expresses an attitude towards life which 
is reminiscent, in many respects, of Robert Welch and which alludes to the same idea of life as a 
quest: 

Youth is not entirely a time of life; it is a state of mind. It is not wholly a matter of ripe 

cheeks, red lips, or supple knees. It is a temper of the will, a quality of the 

imagination, a vigor of the emotions, a freshness of the deep springs of life. It 

means a temperamental predominance of courage over timidity, of an appetite for 

adventure over love of ease. 

Nobody grows old by merely living a number of years. People grow old 

only by deserting their ideals. Years may wrinkle the skin, but to give up interest 

wrinkles the soul. Worry, doubt, self-distrust, fear, and despair -- these are the 

long, long years that bow the head and turn the growing spirit back to dust. 

Whatever your years, there is in every being's heart the love of wonder, 

the undaunted challenge of events, the unfailing childlike appetite for what next, 

and the joy and the game of life. You are as young as your faith, as old as your 

doubt, as young as your self-confidence, as old as your fear, as young as your 

hope, as old as your despair. 

In the central place of every heart there is a recording chamber; so long as 

it receives messages of beauty, cheer, and courage, so long are you young. When 

the wires are down and your heart is covered with the snows of pessimism and the 

ice of cynicism, then, and only then, are you growing old. 

We have briefly discussed the importance of formal education, according to the 
traditional meaning of that term. We have also noted that self-education and a life of ongoing 
education are crucial to the acquisition of knowledge and wisdom. All of these aspects of 
education are vital because they provide the basis, within the hearts and minds of individuals, for 
the shaping of a comprehensive philosophy of life, a world view, or, to put it in more familiar 
words, a set of iron principles by which a person is guided throughout his life. We must go one 
step further, however, and see that not only individuals are so guided. 

Men who have, through study, come to adopt a set of noble and ennobling principles by which 
they chart their life's course must, it seems, seek to share their ideals with others, so that these 
principles and ideals may continue to live beyond the short span of an individual person's life. 
Robert Welch did this when he founded the John Birch Society. The primary worth of the John 
Birch Society, as opposed to some other types of organizations, is that it is founded on a set of 
timeless principles which are themselves, quite naturally, based on Robert Welch's own lifetime 
of study and experience. 

G. Edward Griffin, a former spokesman for the Society, once stated that political parties, 
even if they are initially founded by men of principle, are subject to constant change under a 
system whereby a party must appeal to the transitory whims of an electorate in order to achieve 
success. A political party must be as broad-based as possible and must, in the final analysis, 
sacrifice principle in pursuit of temporary victory. Griffin said: "Political parties are usually 
formed in the very beginning when a group of people who share the same political ideologies 
decide to get organized in order to be more effective in promoting their common goals." 

In time, however, the vicissitudes of the democratic political process bring about change. 
The ideology is slowly whittled away, the shining ideals and principles become tarnished with 
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time and compromise, until, at last, they are gone. As Griffin states: "I doubt if one person out of 
a hundred today even remembers what the ideologies were that led to the creation of our major 
parties. At any rate, whatever they were, they're certainly not the same today. And whatever they 
are today, chances are they won't be the same tomorrow. They're subject to democratic change, 
and, consequently, they do change every four years." 

Changeless Principles 

Here, then, is the reason that the John Birch Society was not rounded as a political party: 
so that it would not be subject to the political process and would not need to seek "success" on 
the basis of the illusory and ever-changing tides of public popularity. The John Birch Society has 
never been and will never be in the business of making political promises in order to curry favor 
with this or that special interest group or faction. Thus, in Mr. Griffin's words, "the people who 
join our organization a hundred years from now will be endorsing exactly the same principles for 
which we strive today. We think those principles are important, and we' re determined to 
preserve them." 

Now, if the John Birch Society is not a political party, a political action committee, or a 
political group of any kind, what is its purpose? The answer to this question is that the John 
Birch Society is an educational organization. The pressing need for this kind of organization was 
set down by Robert Welch at the founding of the Society: "There are all kinds of methods of 
opposing the communist conspiracy which seeks to enslave us," he observed. "One is by political 
action. We insist, and all historical experience supports our insistence, that such political 
opposition is of no avail unless it is supported by a sufficiently widespread understanding of the 
strategy, the tactics, and the purposes of the conspiracy." 

In other words, if political activity is to be fruitful, the public must first be educated. It is 
not possible, after all, for every citizen to receive a traditional classical education. It is not 
practical to hope that every citizen can educate himself to the extent that Abraham Lincoln or 
Charles Dickens could. Only a select few men will ever imitate Robert Welch by reading 
thousands of serious books during their lifetimes. 

What, therefore, must be done is to assure that Americans receive the benefits of the 
wisdom and experience that comes from education and a lifetime of study. That is the function of 
an organization such as the John Birch Society. Through the efforts of the members of that 
Society, the average citizen may stand upon the shoulders, so to speak, of the wise men of the 
past, and in so doing see farther and more clearly than they otherwise would. An organization 
that seeks to educate the American electorate cannot but contribute to better decisions at election 
time. Insofar as it continues to grow and expand its efforts, it must have a substantive and 
salutary impact on the "course of human events." The actual course of history itself can be 
changed and the independence of the country and the freedoms of its people can be secured for 
the generations to come. 

Changing History 

Evidence abounds that this has, to no small extent, already happened. In fact, half of our 
victory has already been won. When the John Birch Society was rounded, a majority of 
Americans counted themselves, to some extent, as "liberals." Constitutional republicanism and 
conservatism were not fully comprehended by that majority. Now, over 30 years later, only a 
minority of candidates dare to run for office as unabashed liberals, and many liberals, in order to 
survive politically, try to identify themselves as "conservatives." The typical voter is now hostile 
to excessive taxation and ever-increasing regulation. He opposes social engineering schemes by 
bureaucrats, such as "affirmative action" and forced busing. He is outraged that the federal 
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government destroys the economic life of whole regions of the country in the name of some 
half-baked, pseudo-environmental hogwash. He has lost patience with the plundering of the 
public treasury for the sake of lazy ne'er-do-wells. He "goes ballistic" over stories of "welfare 
queens" and the coddling of habitual, sociopathic criminals. The promotion and funding of 
pornographic pictures and anti-Christian "art" by the National Endowment for the Arts infuriates 
him. Yet, paradoxically, the forces of big government continue to advance. 

It is, therefore, plain to see that those patriots who have organized themselves to defend 
the Constitution and who work for a return to less government have a large measure of 
unfinished business yet to accomplish. That business is simply to win a final victory by 
transforming the political landscape. This is a landscape in which conservatism is popular but in 
which the representatives of the people are, more often than not, conservatives in name only. 
Bogus conservatism must be transformed into true conservatism. That, once again, requires a 
final push through a process of public education. Surprisingly, it is not as difficult a process as it 
may appear at first glance. 


Economically and politically, the United States of America remains the leading power in the 
world today. Not only do other nations in the Free World rely on our nation's economic strength, 
but, as we know, the communist world is also dependent, and has always been dependent, on 
American aid and trade for its own survival. And so, a fundamental change in American politics 
in favor of freedom would have enormous effects everywhere throughout the globe. 

A truly conservative government would mean not only a return to constitutional rule in 
America and a renewal of all the individual freedoms for which this country is justly renowned, 
but, by removing government's dead hand from our economy, it would mean a revival of free 
enterprise that would create a robust and thriving economy that would rival any in the world. It 
would mean, moreover, an instantaneous end to the subsidizing by the American taxpayer of 
world-conquering, Marxist totalitarianisms and an end to the bank rolling of would-be world 
governments like the United Nations. In short, it would mean "less government, more 
responsibility and -- with God's help -- a better world." 

Power from Local Politics 

Obviously, all of this can only be accomplished by the election of men and women to 
public office who are decent, honest, and who have respect for the notion of government by law. 
Historically speaking, however, a major tactical error on the part of many conservative groups is 
that they have concentrated their efforts on battles they could not win. To attempt, for instance, 
to elect a true conservative to the presidency by organizing a new national political party is a 
sure recipe for disappointment and discouragement. It is a recipe, furthermore, for the 
neutralizing of otherwise committed, capable people. No, national campaigns for the presidency 
and even -- except perhaps in a few exceptional cases -- statewide campaigns for the U.S. Senate 
are not where our strength lies. 

The best generals are those who know how accurately to assess their own strengths and 
their enemy's weaknesses, just as the best generals strike their enemy most strongly at his 
weakest point. The weakest point for the liberal establishment and for pseudo-conservatives is at 
the congressional level. One of the marks of the genius of the American political system is that 
power is not entirely concentrated at the national and state levels. Hard work at the local level, in 
congressional races, can pay very big dividends with respect to its effect on national political 
realities. 

Therefore, the most promising area in which to elect those who favor the protection and 
restoration of the Constitution is in local congressional races. Congressmen are usually 
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immediately accessible to the public and are generally well-known locally. To maintain 
themselves in the voters' favor, they are desperate to remain in contact with the wishes of local 
voters. Despite their often sordid and spendthrift voting records, many congressmen brazenly 
portray themselves as defenders of taxpayer's interests. A majority of congressmen are highly 
vulnerable to a candid exposition of the truth. It only remains for someone to tell the voters this 
truth. This is what Robert Welch meant when he insisted, "Education is our total strategy, and 
truth is our only weapon." 

Local organizations of true conservatives, such as local chapters of the John Birch 
Society, can, by working in concert, expose to the light of day the underlying philosophies and 
the voting records of congressmen. When such philosophies and voting records are exposed in a 
concise, hard-hitting manner, congressmen who are the tools of special interest groups, who sell 
their votes in Congress to the highest bidders, and who speak like conservatives but are really 
crypto-socialists, are finished. Congressional hokum-hucksters, who are little better than political 
balloons filled with the hot air of self-serving propaganda, will be instantly deflated by the sharp 
point of truth. The friends of constitutional republicanism will be elected, and the friends of 
socialism defeated. At the local level, victories can be won by a handful of dedicated, determined 
people. Education with truth can spark a national patriotic revolution at the polls. 

Crucial Crossroads 

The American people, especially those of the middle-class, remain, to some extent, tough 
and morally strong and have a deep love for the values that have made America the greatest 
nation on the face of the Earth. Americans have failings, it is true. But, in the main, there are still 
more strengths than failings. The American people desire a government that protects them from 
enemies both foreign and domestic. Outside of these and a few other legitimate areas of 
government concern, they would like to see government restrained by law from interfering in 
their lives. Government, they also feel, must be restrained from constantly reaching into their 
wallets. The growth of government must not only be halted, but its size must be drastically 
reduced. Most of all, a great many Americans are alarmed and disgusted at the present drift into 
rampant materialism, immorality, and hedonism. These growing sentiments among Americans 
are together a great reservoir from which we must draw. But it is imperative that we do so now. 

More than at any other time in this century, we are living at a crossroads. Before the end 
of the present decade, it is likely that the future of the American Republic and of the West will be 
decided, finally and irretrievably. The enemy is already celebrating, even gloating, about his 
"new world order." He can almost taste his final trrumph. 

Yet, for some years now it has been apparent that people have begun to awaken. The race 
is on! Is it too late? Will we live as free men or will we live in chains for centuries? Can we 
direct through information and education, the better qualities of Americans so that they will 
assert their mastery over the course of their own government, nation, and civilization? Or, will 
the massed hoards of barbarism and universal slavery overwhelm us before we complete our 
efforts? The answers to these questions depend entirely on our willingness to trust in the 
goodness of God and to work heroically and without respite for a strong, free, independent, 
revitalized America. 


OPINION PAST The 


Forces of Good 
Robert Welch made the following remarks on June 5, 1964 in a speech entitled "More 
Stately Mansions." 
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Throughout all of ... history ... the forces of evil have been organized for every fray; the 
forces of good have never been organized except during those last-ditch, often suicidal, but 
sometimes successful spasms of effort to throw off a collectivist tyranny, when enough 
individuals had finally come to recognize it as unbearable. And now we face an extension of this 
principle which makes it tremendously more important. For in our contemporary world the 
forces of evil are not only more elaborately and tightly and lastingly organized than ever before; 
and not only do they have the benefit of an organization which has visibly been continuous and 
growing for many decades; but whether or not this organization is merely a continuation of one 
which has been active for nearly two hundred years, it has obviously taken full and remarkable 
advantage of the accumulated knowledge and experience of collectivist groups which have been 
active throughout that period .... 

In the last pages of the Blue Book, as simply a transcript of what was said at the founding 
meeting of The John Birch Society, it is pointed out that I think we are something new in history 
.... [T]his is the first time in history, so far as we know, that any sizable group of truly good men 
and women of all religious beliefs, and of all races and colors, has ever been brought together in 
any permanent voluntary organization to work, as a group, for those things which they believe in 
common. 

There are several basic reasons why this kind of association has never been achieved 
before. The first is that good men and women are, necessarily, those who believe in the 
responsibility of the individual; who are, therefore, individualistic in their thinking. They 
instinctively realize the truth of Kipling's lines that "the ill ye do by two and two, ye must pay for 
one by one," and that the individual can take credit only for his own good deeds and not for those 
of the crowd. As individualists, the truly good men and women are reluctant to merge themselves 
into any secular body where close ties with others, who may have divergent views, might call for 
defenses or compromises of their own beliefs. But we have overcome that obstacle by our 
insistence that we do not even want men and women whose characters and personal beliefs have 
rounded edges. The whole key to our working together is tolerance, not compromise. 

We must agree basically on morality, integrity, and purpose; and on the fundamental 
goals of the Society, which are less government, more responsibility, and a better world. 
Otherwise there would be no point in our coming together, and there is no reason for anybody 
not subscribing to those principles to join our great undertaking. But it is obvious today that there 
are enough people who agree with these basic principles, and with our organizational plans for 
their support, to make The John Birch Society a permanent and growing body; one in which the 
forces of good can maintain a lasting union and a continuing concerted effort .... 

[W]e have a twofold job. One is simply to carry on a continuous and increasingly 
large-scale educational program. Even for our now raging fight against the Communists, 
education is our basic strategy and truth is our only weapon. Did it ever occur to you to wonder 
why, with The John Birch Society no larger than it is, and having absolutely no official standing 
or support, the Communist periodicals in Moscow -- which lay down the line for the 
Communists everywhere else to follow -- have devoted more space to smearing The John Birch 
Society than they have ever given to any other non-official enemy in the whole forty years of 
their lying propaganda? 

Well, I can tell you many reasons, but one most important reason. It is that we offer a 
new kind of opposition. Nowhere else, in any of the fifty countries the Communists have already 
taken over, have they ever had to contend with a sizable organization of patriots which was 
dedicated simply to the principle of bringing out the truth .... 
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So it is our aim to become a huge and deeply dedicated educational army. But we also 
have a second task on which the first one and many opportunities and events in the future will all 
depend. That is simply to establish and maintain ourselves as a continuing organization of 
unshakable loyalty to the principles for which our great body came into existence. We shall thus 
be on hand as a rallying point whenever the collectivists arrive at one of those pages of future 
history where the weakness of good men and the parallel strength of organized evil men combine 
to give these evil forces an opportunity to come out on top once again. 

Let's make this whole thought clearer by specific illustrations. I most emphatically 
believe that if there had been in Athens during the fifth century B.C. a John Birch Society of just 
its present size, all Greece would have been spared the destructive horrors of the Peloponnesian 
Wars. I am equally certain that had there been in western Europe during all of the last half of the 
eighteenth century a John Birch Society of just its present dedicated strength, France would have 
been spared the six-year brutalizing terror and cruelties of the French Revolution. But there 
simply was no permanent, organized, continuing force in either instance to expose or offset the 
lies and pretenses and agitation of the contemporary versions of our present-day Communists. 

On the current scene today the collectivist forces of evil are incredibly more extensive, 
more tightly organized, more experienced, more skillfully directed, and more solidly entrenched 
than they were in either Greece or western Europe right up to the actual holocaust of either time 
and place. So we are well aware that The John Birch Society has to become a great deal larger 
and stronger, and to do so fast, if we are to help decisively in preventing an exactly similar 
holocaust from engulfing our own country. But this does not alter the value of our concept. It 
merely makes us lament that The John Birch Society was not founded thirty years sooner; and it 
makes us more determined in our effort to catch up to the need. 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC A Minority Question: 


Que Pasa? 

Out of the Barrio: Toward A New Politics of Hispanic Assimilation, by Linda Chavez, 
New York: Basic Books, 1991, 208 pages, hardcover, $23.00. 

In a real sense, there are no Hispanics. It is a shorthand fabricated term, for usage in the 
United States, that includes widely incongruous cultures grouped together for the benefit of those 
who would distribute the spoils of the politics of plunder and envy. As the author acknowledges 
near the end of her book, "a Cakchiquel Indian in Guatemala would find it remarkable that 
anyone could consider his culture to be the same as a Spanish Argentinian's." But bureaucrats 
and power brokers find it advantageous to cluster. say, Puerto Ricans in New York with Cubans 
in Miami with Mexicans in Los Angeles. 

A former executive director of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, onetime Senate 
candidate in Maryland, and for 14 months president of U.S. English, Linda Chavez is currently a 
senior fellow of the Manhattan Institute. She is not the "politically correct" type of Hispanic, as 
attested by her being hooted down by orthodox liberals or disinvited to speak on campus. 

Politically Incorrect Message 

Her message is unwelcome in such quarters, as was again proven when a longtime 
member of the board of directors of the Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund 
(of which Chavez is critical) was not long ago given a commodious arena in The New Republic 
to assault Out of the Barrio. Better to be attacked than ignored, however, and her book has been 
favorably reviewed elsewhere. 

The subject is a bigger one than might first appear: There are more than 21 million 
individuals under the Hispanic catchall umbrella in the United States, with a population growing 
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five times faster than the rest of the country, such that some demographers have predicted that 
one in three Americans will be Hispanic in less than a century. In short, what makes Chavez 
unpopular is suggesting that Hispanic leaders want to keep this group as an assimilated 
underclass in order to perpetuate their own power. The tone is serious. More biting would be 
more fun. Yet, the somber timbre of the book prevents critics from blithely dismissing it as a 
polemic. 

Bilingual education rightly comes in for reproach since, whatever its intentions, one 
result of not requiring Hispanics to learn the dominant language in the U.S. has been to segregate 
Spanish speakers from the mainstream. Plus it doesn't work. It doesn't seem radical to suggest 
that, just as the immigrants that came before them, Hispanics should be able to communicate in 
English in order to get along in the still Englishspeaking United States. Chavez throughout the 
book documents well: 78 percent of Mexican Americans and 82 percent of Cubans in a federal 
study oppose teaching their native language if it means less time for teaching English. A Houston 
newspaper poll found that 87 percent of Hispanics thought it was their duty to learn English. 
Their leaders often say otherwise. 

Indeed, in Forked Tongue (Basic Books, 1990), longtime bilingual educator Rosalie 
Pedalino Porter described a Californian Hispanic saying that Anglos were "advocating their law 
in occupied Mexico" and should either return to England or learn to speak as "Native 
Americans." Porter, who taught English as a second language in Massachusetts, also recalled 
correcting a youngster who described a color as "green" rather than "verde," and beginning to 
think she was deliberately holding back the learning of English. Chavez's own son was put into a 
bilingual class in Washington, DC on the basis of his name -- when in fact he spoke no Spanish. 

A "Right" to Equal Results 

Following the lead of blacks and civil rights legislation, Hispanic brass worked the 
federal system to require not only bilingual education, but also that ballots be printed in Spanish 
and that districts be gerrymandered by ethnicity. Despite the fact that low Hispanic voter turnout 
was an offshoot of large per- centages not even being citizens, the limited participation was 
determined by activists to be a result of discrimination. And, says Chavez, the Mexican 
American Legal Defense and Education Fund (MALDEF), "asserted that English ballots were, in 
effect, literacy tests, used as a means to exclude otherwise qualified voters." 

In more than 375 jurisdictions, Hispanics were eventually covered by the Voting Rights 
Act that ostensibly was designed to correct discrimination against blacks who were excluded 
from casting ballots by improper literacy tests and other means. Of course the game rules had 
changed. As the author notes, "In the mid-1960s, the byword was equal opportunity; by 1975, it 
was equal results. Ultimately, results could be ‘equal’ only if they were proportional. Everything 
was seen in terms of the group's right to its share of the pie .... If minorities did not vote in the 
same proportion as nonminorities, discrimination was presumed to be the cause. Moreover, by 
1975 the right to vote was being equated with the right to elect minority candidates. The voting 
process was no longer the focus; the voting outcome was." 

The gerrymandering often counts Hispanics who are not citizens in order to apportion 
districts. Hispanics can be taught at the public expense to stay out of the English mainstream; be 
encouraged to vote with Spanish ballots; and, have congressional representation changed based 
on the claims of people who are not even in the country legally (perhaps a quarter-million 
annually, the same as legal Hispanic immigrants). 

Playing the System 
The '60s radical activities of Reies Tijerina and "Corky" Gonzalez, in New Mexico and 
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Colorado respectively, are passed over too lightly by Linda Chavez, in this reviewer's opinion. 
They are not just out of the mainstream; their extremism made those somewhat less radical seem 
moderate by comparison. The communist backing of these groups, described in detail at the time 
in American Opinion magazine in particular, was indicative of the revolutionary tactics "at the 
bottom." Chavez does indicate that the foundations also played a major role. The tax-exempt 
nature of these groups "at the top" was also part of the typical revolutionary pincer. Faced with 
such pressure, government expanded exponentially as liberty decreased accordingly. 

The Ford Foundation in particular, as well as the Carnegie and Rockefeller Foundations, 
took part in funding the top-down pressure; so did the federal government, under Republican 
Nixon, for example, as well as Democrat Carter. The Ford Foundation, recounts Chavez, helped 
create the Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund and the predecessor to the 
National Council of La Raza, and has "given more than $9.6 million to the National Council of 
La Raza and $14.2 million to MALDEF since 1968. A roster of Ford-supported Hispanic groups 
reads like a Who's Who of Hispanic political organizations." 

This is how public policy gets influenced, not by the Hispanic families who would rather 
work to support their families and educate their children. The leaders prefer they remain a 
"protected class," Chavez shows. Thus do the foundations create "a cadre of ethnic power 
brokers rather than legitimate representatives of the Hispanic community." As far as she goes, 
she is on target. 

Progress Ignored 

All too often left out of the equation have been those Hispanics who have made it. Only 
one-fourth of the Hispanic population is officially poor. (Puerto Ricans on the U.S. mainland are 
the group worst off and, ironically, are the group with citizen status. But they, more than most, 
have become a victim of the welfare state.) 

However, where Hispanics have taken advantage of education, the picture is brighter. 
When educational differences are taken into account, some economists have found that those 
Hispanics proficient in English have no important earnings differences from native-born Anglos. 

The situation for those born in the U.S. is dramatically different from recent immigrants 
-- which should be no surprise. Such folks "are building solid lower-middle- and middle-class 
lives that include two-parent households, with a male head who works full-time and earns a wage 
commensurate with his education and training. Their educational level has been steadily rising, 
their earnings no longer reflect wide disparities with those of non-Hispanics, and their 
occupational distribution is coming to resemble more closely that of the general population. 

"They are buying homes -- 42 percent of all Hispanics owned or were purchasing their 
home in 1989, including 47 percent of all Mexican Americans -and moving away from inner 
cities .... And, in what is perhaps the ultimate test of assimilation, about one-third of all United 
States-born Hispanics under the age of thirty-five are marrying non-Hispanics." 

This is not what the radicals want us to hear. According to the president of the National 
Council of La Raza, it keeps getting worse: "We became the poorest of the poor, the most 
segregated minority in schools, the lowest paid group in America and the least educated minority 
in the nation." The prescribed answer is usually more government programs. 

Puerto Rican Problems 

Where there are difficulties, it is generally worse in the Puerto Rican community, where 
the problem is usually more government programs. As alluded to above, welfare has taken a 
horrible toll, especially in New York, with the state replacing the traditionally supportive role of 
the male. Some 41 percent of Puerto Rican women on welfare are second-generation recipients; 
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they stay on the dole longer than any other group, an average of more than seven and onehalf 
years. The work ethic has been stifled, with the lowest percentage of men in the work force of 
any group; family dissolution makes matters worse. 

By contrast, Dominicans don't have immediate access to welfare. Representing some 40 
percent of New York's Hispanic population, the Dominicans own some 70 percent of small 
businesses in the Hispanic community, and have an income reported at 30 percent higher than 
that of Puerto Ricans. It is not just a New York problem. In Puerto Rico, some 70 percent of all 
those living there are on some government assistance. In short, it is a government problem -- 
some $6 billion goes to that U.S.-owned island for welfare. And they pay no federal taxes. 

Poor Leadership 

Linda Chavez comes back time and again to poor Hispanic leadership, and makes a 
persuasive case. These in the apparent vanguard "have been among the most demanding, 
insisting that Hispanic children be taught in Spanish; that Hispanic adults be allowed to cast 
ballots in their native language and that they have the right to vote in districts in which Hispanics 
make up the majority of voters; that their ethnicity entitle them to a certain percentage of jobs 
and college admissions; that immigrants from Latin America be granted many of these same 
benefits, even if they are in the country illegally." 

Faced with this, there has been a backlash, which is likely to grow. The result may serve 
to undercut the progress which would otherwise continue if Hispanics -- like other Americans, 
now and in ages past -- were simply left alone by the supposed government do-gooders. When 
you treat people as victims, that is often what you get. 

-- WILLIAM P. HOAR 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC Fighting the New Age 
Movement 

Basic Principles of New Age Thought, by Dr. John Eidsmoe, Green Forest, Arkansas: 
New Leaf Press, 1991, 157 pages, paperback, $7.95. 

Dr. John Eidsmoe is a nationally known constitutional lawyer, an authority on First 
Amendment religious freedoms, and the author of such books as Christianity and the 
Constitution and The Christian Legal Advisor. Readers of this magazine will also recognize him 
as a contributor to its pages. But Eidsmoe is also a trained theologian with masters degrees in 
divinity and biblical studies and a doctorate in ministry, which makes him abundantly suited to 
define and analyze, from a Christian perspective, the tangle of concepts and philosophies which 
comprise the New Age movement. 

While his latest work, Basic Principles of New Age Thought, offers no new insights to 
the already vast body of material exposing the subtle dangers inherent in New Age thought, it is, 
nonetheless, a worthwhile book for those wishing a solid and concise analysis of the subject. 

Beyond Humanity 

Eidsmoe identifies New Age beliefs as rising out of man's inherent need to reach beyond 
his own glaring inadequacy. Seeking someone to worship and serve, ancient pagans carved 
"gods" out of rocks, trees, and other materials they found around them, attributing to these 
lifeless objects the awesome powers they had observed in nature. This old paganism, states the 
author, is the essence of much of New Age thought. Practitioners of this modern paganism 
attempt to connect themselves to the vast power of the universe, to identify themselves as part of 
that power, to be "one with the gods." 

In Basic Principles, Eidsmoe analyzes seven characteristics which define modern New 
Age thought, judging each against the authority of Scripture. Primary to New Age philosophy is 
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the declaration: "There is no objective reality; truth is whatever you perceive it to be." Eidsmoe 
comes back to this thought time and again throughout the book: In New Age thought, 
"Perception is reality." 

According to New Age thought, Eidsmoe observes, "God is not a Person, as Christians 
and Jews believe, with intellect, emotion and will; He (or It) is an impersonal 'Force.' "There is, 
thus, no personal relationship with a loving, nurturing God, but merely a power one may tap into. 

Eidsmoe explains that in New Age thought, "God permeates the entire universe -- in fact, 
God is one with the universe, and the universe is God." While Scripture teaches that God is both 
in nature (immanent) and above nature (transcendent), in New Age philosophy, God is merely 
present within the material world, and is identified with it. 

Eidsmoe demonstrates that, like the secularist, the New Ager believes in the evolution of 
man: "In the New Age view, man has evolved through nature and is therefore a part of nature." 
In the secular view, since man is independent of God, evolution is a man-generated process. In 
the New Age view, God, man, and nature are all part of one whole, and the evolution of man is 
an ongoing process toward a higher consciousness, with man blending more perfectly into an 
ever-evolving universe. 

In the New Ager's desire to lift himself to the stature of God, he has worked out this 
convenient explanation: "Nature is God. Man is an evolutionary outgrowth of nature. Therefore, 
man is God." Many Christians will immediately identify this as the spark of rebellion in Lucifer 
which caused God to hurl him and a third of the angels from his presence. It is the same rebellion 
which keeps men from God today. 

New Agers argue that, since man has the seeds of deity within him, it is not difficult to 
trace his path onward. Since man is God, "man can create his own reality!" According to 
Eidsmoe, this concept has been used for years by people ignorant of its dangerous spiritual 
connotations. Through books, tapes, seminars, and counseling, millions have been taught to think 
and grow rich, to be all that they can be, to reach for their dreams. Eidsmoe warns that Christians 
are not free to borrow from wicked systems for the sake of results. 

Peace with God 

Eidsmoe observes that like all mankind, people caught in New Age philosophies seek to 
be at peace with God, But since, in their view, man is a part of nature, and nature and man are 
both part of God, to get close to nature is to get close to God. In fact, many New Age 
practitioners see oneness with nature as essential to tapping the hidden powers of the universe. 
Eidsmoe touches on some of the most dangerous practices which New Agers employ in an 
attempt to contact this power, such as astrology, altered states of consciousness, seeking spirit 
guides,channeling (allowing spirits to communicate through you), transcendental meditation, and 
yoga, The casual manner in which our society has embraced many of these practices -- always 
denying their pagan and occultic roots -- should make concerned Christians more vigilant against 
the subtle encroachment of such wickedness into their territory. 

In the last chapter, Eidsmoe discusses what Christians can do to keep New Age 
philosophies from entering their lives. The key word is vigilance, as he explains how Satan uses 
subtle New Age ideas to entrap the unaware. Among other advice, he exhorts readers to seek the 
counsel of Scripture and to take a stand against what they know is wrong. 

As the reader makes his way through the book, he may get the idea that Eidsmoe is only 
superficially covering subject matter that deserves much greater consideration. Although some 
will consider this a weakness, one should understand that Eidsmoe, as the title of the book 
suggests, is attempting to give an overview of New Age principles. While Christian bookstores 
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are fairly bursting with books that define and analyze the wide array of secular, pagan, and 
occultic philosophies, which comprise the New Age movement, Eidsmoe condenses the subject 
to a fairly clear definition and gives good, practical strategy for fighting it. 

-- DAVID W. BOHON 


DID YOU KNOW? 


¢ Love Thy Enemy. James Carville and Mary Matalin are in love. What makes the romance 
noteworthy is that Carville is Governor Bill Clinton's chief presidential campaign strategist and 
Matalin is political director of the Bush reelection campaign. The New York Times gave the 
romance front-page coverage April 20th, and noted that Matalin claims the romance is on hold 
until after the election. 

¢ Environmentalists Against GATT. With a full-page advertisement in the April 20th New 
York Times, the Naderite organization Public Citizen announced their opposition to the latest 
round of GATT trade talks in Uruguay. The General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT) 
was rounded in 1947 ostensibly as a voluntary international organization that would promote 
freer trade among nations. But the latest round of talks in Uruguay has revealed proposals that 
would give an international committee set up by GATT power to nullify those laws of individual 
member nations which conflict with the international organization's dictates. Failure to comply 
might result in severe trade sanctions against the offending country. 

The Public Citizen advertisement notes: "One of the most terrifying elements of the 
Uruguay Round is the proposed creation of a new global super-agency with extraordinary 
powers: The Multi-Lateral Trade Organization (MTO). This organization would require 
countries to 'take all necessary steps to ensure conformity’ to GATT. The Congressional 
Research Service confirms that, under MTO, our elected representatives 'would no longer have 
control.' What does that mean? Are we looking at the New World Order's enforcers? A GATT 
police? This much we know: The proposed powers of MTO are very great, and very ominous." 

But why is Public Citizen suddenly so worked up about a potential loss of U.S. 
sovereignty? Has the organization, formed by the far Left Ralph Nader, become strictly 
constitutionalist? Hardly. It turns out that GATT recently tried to overturn a U.S. law banning the 
importation of tuna caught with a type of net that contributes to the deaths of dolphins. Public 
Citizen is worried that GATT will also try to nullify other extremist and unconstitutional U.S. 
environmental laws. 

¢ New Shortage in Red China. Communist regimes have historically produced shortages of 
everything from toothpaste to toilet paper for their maltreated citizens. But the Communist 
Party-run Beijing Review has reported a new communist consumer shortage that certainly ranks 
as a first: Garbage. The Beijing Review reported in its March 9th-15th issue that garbage "has 
become a fast-rising commodity in Yongkang County," where farmers "have benefitted from the 
use of garbage as fodder and fertilizer, leading to it being in short supply." Apparently the only 
items which have yet to be in short supply in communist countries are long lines, human rights 
violations, and secret policemen. 

* Coastal Areas Safe From Floods. Environmentalists have been warning for more than a 
decade that purported "global warming" could melt the polar icecaps and raise the sea level, 
flooding coastal cities such as Boston, New York City, and Washington, DC. But in his May 
Access to Energy newsletter, Dr. Petr Beckmann notes that even if global warming were a 
legitimate concern (and he emphatically says that it is not), the melting of the polar ice caps 
would result in only nominal changes in sea levels. Beckmann says that the ice most likely to 
melt first are the ice glaciers floating in the sea. Environmentalists theorize that, because only 89 
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percent of an iceberg is underwater, the remaining 11 percent of an iceberg that melts would 
result in a net increase in the sea level. But, as Beckmann points out, the density of ice is less 
than that of water. When an iceberg melts "all of the ice melts, including the 89% under the 
water. And when the bottom volume melts," its volume shrinks! By how much? By exactly the 
same 11 percent that is being dumped into the ocean. And that means that the melting of an 
iceberg floating in the ocean could not cause any net change in the sea level, either up or down. 

Beckmann also notes that the elevation of the world's largest ice sheet, the East Antarctic 
ice sheet, means that it would probably not melt even if the globe warmed up. He points out that 
Mt. Kilimanjaro on the equator in Africa maintains an ice sheet year-round despite high 
temperatures in the nearby lowlands. The elevation of the Antarctic continent averages nearly 
6,000 feet and approaches 15,000 feet in some areas, too high to melt the ice floes even in a 
warmer global climate. 

¢ But Is Staying Dirty Safer? Always watching out for the safety of Americans, the EPA on 
February 25th held an all-day seminar to study the possible ill effects of shower water. 
Apparently, while contaminants in drinking water are regulated by the EPA, emissions in the 
gaseous steam released from heated shower water aren't. The conference attendees concluded 
that shower water releases minuscule traces of gaseous chloroform into the air. And while 
agreeing that there was no evidence that anyone had ever been harmed by taking showers, the 
attendees concluded that "theoretical calculations and monitoring of unoccupied shower 
chambers" demonstrate "a basis for consistent risk management decisions to reduce showering 
exposure." 

¢ Killer Cows. Calling cattle "hoofed locusts," author and professional agitator Jeremy Rifkin 
has formed an international "Beyond Beef Coalition" to discourage beef consumption 
worldwide. Rifkin argues that "more than one third of the world's grain harvest is not used to 
feed people, but to feed livestock" and that cattle require 2,464 gallons of water to produce one 
pound of food compared with 21 gallons for a pound of lettuce. 

No doubt the new coalition will help boost sales of Rifkin's new book, conveniently 
entitled Beyond Beef. Rifkin has also promoted the "Beyond Beef message with a column and a 
fullpage advertisement in the New York Times. He argues that Americans in particular need to 
stop eating beef in order to stop world hunger, global warming, rain forest destruction, and a host 
of other looming worldwide ecological disasters. 

-- THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


CORRECTION, PLEASE! 


Contradictory Concepts 

ITEM: The Boston Globe reported on April 4th: "The Senate has approved a 25-year-old UN 
human rights treaty that espouses many of the rights in the US Constitution and Bill of Rights." 
The treaty, in question is the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, ratified by the 
Senate two days earlier. 

CORRECTION: The concept of rights embodied in the UN International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights and that enumerated by the U.S. Bill of Rights are not similar; they are 
irreconcilable. Adherence to the UN Covenant would mean repudiating our own Bill of Rights, 
and vice versa. 

The United States of America was born on the thunderous assertion that (in the words of 
the Declaration of Independence) all men "are endowed by their creator with certain unalienable 
rights." On the other hand, the UN system is based on the contrary assertion that rights come 
from government. The difference between these two concepts is fundamental. Under the U.S. 
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system, the purpose of government is to protect rights that are God-given; under the UN system, 
government assumes the power to "grant" whatever rights the people are allowed to possess. 

If government is recognized as the source of rights, then government can also limit or 
withdraw the rights that it grants whenever it chooses to do so. Under such a system of 
government, rights are not treated as rights at all but as privileges that the government's leaders 
can grant or withdraw on a whim. 

And sure enough, the UN International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights is replete 
with provisions that acknowledge the existence of rights while simultaneously qualifying them 
out of existence. (For specific examples of this schizophrenic approach to rights in the UN 
Covenant, see our article on the subject on page 21 of this issue.) 

This UN Covenant has much more to do with the pseudo-rights documents in socialist 
countries than it does with our matchless Bill of Rights and Constitution. The Boston Globe 
should be ashamed of itself for equating these dissimilar documents. And our U.S. senators 
should be even more ashamed of themselves for repudiating the U.S. view of rights and, in 
effect, violating their oaths of office, by voting as they did. 

Wrong Number! 

ITEM: The April 16th issue of the Manchester, New Hampshire Union Leader carried a 
Scripps Howard News Service article about the possibility that the Congress may finally submit 
a balanced budget amendment to the states for ratification. The article also stated, "Thirty-two 
state legislatures have already passed measures calling for the convening of a Constitutional 
convention to adopt a balanced budget, the other method available for amending the 
Constitution." 

CORRECTION: This article, like most that appear on the subject, does not tell the whole 
story about the number of states that have petitioned for a constitutional convention for the stated 
purpose of drafting a balanced-budget amendment. Thirty-two state legislatures did petition 
Congress, but three of those legislatures have since formally withdrawn their petitions, reducing 
the net number of petitions to 29. 

This three-state difference is significant since 32 states would be just two short of the 
number that would trigger a constitutional convention. Should such a convention be called, it 
could write a new constitution instead of, or in addition to, an amendment to balance the federal 
budget, for the simple reason that a convention cannot be limited to a single subject. Moreover, 
America's power elite would be only too willing to hijack a modern-day convention to advance 
their own agenda. (For more information about this threat, see "The Con-Con Network" in the 
February 10, 1992 issue of THE NEW AMERICAN.) 

When the constitutional convention cure to our federal government's deficit woes was 
first prescribed, it was steamrolled through one state legislature after another because the 
legislators lacked understanding as to the constitutional dangers. However, as the understanding 
grew, so too has the resistance to a new constitutional convention. Not a single legislature has 
petitioned Congress for a convention to balance the budget since 1983. Since then the Alabama, 
Florida, and Louisiana legislatures have withdrawn their petitions, rolling back the number of 
calls to less than the 1979 level. 

Each of these three withdrawals -based on a fuller understanding of the dangers posed by 
a constitutional convention -- should have garnered frontpage headlines. Yet the major media 
refuse even to take into account these withdrawals in their reports about the number of states 
petitioning for a convention. 

Forgetting About the Past 
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ITEM: /n an interview appearing in the weekly Moscow News for March 29th April Sth, 
Eduard Shevardnadze, now the chairman of Georgia's State Council, stated, "Discussing the 
criminal records of certain people who are my partners now is offensive to me. One should not 
be reminded of sins committed in youth." He also maintained, "Before returning to Georgia I 
resolved to forget old grudges and abstain from witchhunts. " 

CORRECTION: If Shevardnadze were to discuss "the criminal records of certain people" in 
Georgia's new government, he would certainly want to be selective, since he is one of the 
criminals. 

The former Soviet defense minister earned a well-deserved reputation for ruthlessness 
when he served as Georgia's interior minister from 1965 until 1972 and as head of the republic's 
Communist Party beginning in 1972. For example, writing in the August 8, 1985 issue of the 
Washington Times, Michael Bonafield cited underground documents indicating that 
Shevardnadze "personally authorized the torture of prisoners of Georgian jails." Bonafield 
described how Shevardnadze "set up the special No. 2 block of the prison, a slaughterhouse for 
‘target' prisoners ... where the most horrible tortures were used: beatings with iron bars, prodding 
with steel needles and rods, hanging up prisoners by the feet ... and so on." 

It is, of course, entirely understandable that the criminal Shevardnadze would not want 
the world to learn about his dark past. But what excuse do the Western media have? 

-- GARY BENOIT 


ECONOMICS High 
Risk Zone 

In market terminology, an inflection point is that point when an economic trend shows its 
first sign of changing direction, later manifesting itself in a completely new trend. Such an 
inflection point has now likely occurred in the present economic cycle, and could be an 
important development for investors. 

The previous trend identified itself by debt liquidation, a contracted money supply, 
falling interest rates, a fall in real output, a fall in commodity prices, a declining rate of inflation, 
a fall in corporate earnings, and a sharp rise in the valuation of securities. Usually a fall in 
earnings does not create a huge bull market in stocks, but recent times have proven to be an 
exception to this rule. 

Creating Liquidity 

The reason for the recent big bull market in stocks has been liquidity. Central bank efforts 
to stimulate money growth by lowering interest rates, easing reserve requirements, and lifting 
some regulations to enhance bank capital, have created money. In addition, the government has 
countered deflationary trends by taking actions to protect those with investments in bank and 
thrift deposits, mortgages, student loans, agricultural loans, and even pension plans. Such 
government guarantees have effectively preserved wealth in the hands of investors as if failures 
did not occur. Preservation of investments that would never have been made or maintained 
without government guarantees is a form of money creation. This money has not found a home 
in the real economy. To date, real economic activity, as opposed to financial activity, has been 
very subdued. Companies are downsizing, not expanding. There is little excitement in 
commercial real estate, construction, and production. Except for a strong showing in exports, the 
opportunities provided by owning a business have been poor. Stock speculation has become for 
many the "only game in town." Because new money entering the economy must flow 
somewhere, it has flowed disproportionately to financial instruments, pushing up the relative 
values of stocks and bonds. 
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By most measures, the valuation of stocks has now pushed the Dow Jones Industrial 
Average and other market averages into the "very expensive" zone. But there are telltale signs 
that liquidity flows might start to be diverted, leaving the averages at very high levels with 
diminished buying power to support prices. Ironically, the biggest threat for stock prices will be 
economic recovery and rising interest rates. 

Signs of Recovery 

While signs of recovery are still feeble and to a degree contradictory, the growing 
preponderance of evidence is that a recovery is indeed taking hold. There is also growing 
evidence that long-term interest rates -- the rates which are important to capital spending and 
housing -- have seen their cyclical lows. Real economic activity will divert funds from stock 
speculation, and rising interest rates will at some point make bonds stiff competition for stocks. 

There is a real threat that rising interest rates will eventually choke off the recovery. But 
there exists a window of opportunity where expansion can take place before rising rates begin to 
severely limit economic activity. While it is admittedly early, preliminary evidence suggests that 
loan demand is building, banks are beginning to lend, and the money supply is beginning to 
grow. Commodity prices seem to be forming a low and public pessimism is widespread. The 
surprise could be a sharper recovery than many expect. 

Stocks are now likely on their last leg up. A torrent of money has been flowing into 
mutual funds, and the public appetite for new stock offerings (initial public offerings) has been 
ravenous. These are all classic signs of heavy public speculation and an impending top. We don't 
pretend to know exactly when or at what point the bull market will terminate. But conservative 
investors should know that we are now in the high-risk zone. For this reason, reducing exposure 
to a smaller percentage or employing "stops" to limit risks are warranted. 

-- NELAND D. NOBEL 


BETWEEN THE LINES 


Protecting their Candidate 

This simple fact cannot be overstated: The press -- especially the reporters covering the 
presidential campaign -- loves Bill Clinton. On Crossfire last month, liberal newswoman Eleanor 
Clift admitted -- when pressed by Fred Barnes -- that reporters following Bill Clinton's campaign 
actually dropped rather quickly the issues of adultery and draft-dodging. According to Clift, the 
newsmen "cut him some slack" because they liked him and his message. When Barnes registered 
the proper astonishment that Clift would admit to such favoritism in the liberal press, Clift shot 
back: "is it a surprise that reporters have opinions?" 

Senior editor Hendrik Hertzberg of The New Republic agrees. He took an informal 
survey of 50 reporters covering politics and found that an astonishing 100 percent of them liked 
Clinton. "They think he would make a very good, perhaps a great president," Hertzberg says. 

Another believer within the ranks is Ellen Ladowsky, a producer for the Canadian 
Broadcasting Corporation. "The press," she says, "is enamored of Clinton. This is the real secret 
love affair of the 1992 campaign. The press corps' rooting for a candidate is nothing new. But 
rarely has the object of favoritism complained so bitterly about his supposed mistreatment." 

Time magazine editor Strobe Talbott is another well-known Clinton partisan. The Wall 
Street Journal reports that Talbott "talked to reporters about Mr. Clinton's passionate opposition 
to the Vietnam War and his anguish over his draft status." Talbott attempted to convince his 
colleagues that Clinton was right all along and is a man of great conscience and character. 

Charles Peters, editor of Washington Monthly, concurs that most of the press is "rooting 
for Clinton." Peters adds, "They like him. They know he likes them and enjoys the give-and-take 
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of interviews and press conferences. 
Politically Correct Prizes 

The once prestigious Pulitzer Prize and some other top media awards have become a bad 
joke. Perhaps they should be renamed the "Politically Correct Prizes." 

What did the Pulitzer board recognize this year? One of the most shamefully liberal 
papers in America, the Sacramento Bee, got two awards -- one for a series warning of 
impending ecological catastrophe in the Sierra Nevada, and the other for an investigation into 
scientific abuses of lab monkeys. 

The shrill feminist rhetoric (mostly in praise of Anita Hill and abortion on demand) of 
New York Times reporter Anna Quindlen got her a prize for best commentary. Other top awards 
went to projects about military misconduct, police brutality, and -- well, you get the picture. 

The scene was not much prettier at the Peabody Awards, where National Public Radio 
won a top award for its "we-believe-whatever-Anita-says" coverage of the Clarence Thomas 
hearings. 

Religion in Media 

Pollster George Gallup says that the media don't pay enough attention to religion, 
"Nobody has an ear to the ground as much as clergy," he said. The only problem is that most 
journalists seldom run into any. 

KGB Files Update 

The KGB now admits that it planted false stories blaming the AIDS virus on a Pentagon 
experiment in germ warfare gone berserk. According to Yevgeny Primakov, head of foreign 
intelligence for the KGB, the story was concocted in the 1980s to expose what the Soviets 
claimed was "perfidious" work of U.S. military scientists. His remarks, part of a recent 
recruitment drive among the top students of Moscow State Institute of Foreign Relations, were 
reported by Izvestia in March -- and buried in the back pages of most U.S. newspapers. 

Hearst's Wayward Child 

The San Francisco Examiner is more like an avante garde underground newspaper of 
the '60s counterculture than a traditional daily newspaper. It is a mirror of the dementia-impaired 
world of its host city. 

Here is a sample from a recent political story: "Motivated by threats to abortion rights 
and the exposure of sexual harassment cases, a record number of women have filed as candidates 
in California's 1992 legislative and congressional races." If you read through the entire story, you 
might notice that about half of those women are Republicans, most of whom support the pro-life 
platform of their party. Of course, none of those women were quoted. 

A Rose by Any Other Name 

In Taiwan, politicians hire professional liars at $5 a day to sit in coffee shops and spread 
rumors about their opponents. We do the same thing in America, only they're given 
microphones, teleprompters, important sounding names like "anchorman," and $1.5 million a 
year. 

Presidential Politics in LA 

On March 9th, the Los Angeles Times printed a gutsy article by David Willman about 
how support for the 1992 presidential candidates is shaping up in Hollywood. Willman noted 
that "with the nation in the midst of a volatile presidential campaign year, some performers are 
expressing fear that backing Republicans might hurt their careers by violating the boundaries of 
Hollywood-defined ‘political correctness." 

Willman goes on to say that three former Bush supporters -- Kevin Costner, Tony Danza, 
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and Tom Selleck -- are not publicly supporting the President's reelection bid. Perhaps they wised 
up. As Paul Erickson, owner of an LA film production company, says, "Most [conservative] 
celebrities who are in the film industry refuse to speak up because it's the kiss of career death 
within the studios and the talent agencies." 
Sports Names 

WTOP-AM and WASH-FM in Washington, DC have joined the Oregonian newspaper 
in a policy forbidding use of the Indian-related names of sports teams. Meanwhile, in Portland, 
reaction to the Oregonian's new policy is very negative. More than 50 people have canceled 
subscriptions, and letters and phone calls are running against the self-censorship plan by 15 to 
one. 

-- JOSEPH FARAH 


EDUCATION REPORT 


Texas Textbook Massacre 

First question: "What was Sputnik?" The answer, according to American Odyssey, the 
new 1992 history textbook by publishing giant Macmillan/McGrawHill: "the first successful 
intercontinental ballistic missile launched by the Soviet Union; carried a nuclear warhead." If the 
textbook answer sounds a bit off base to you, it should. The Sputnik was Russia's first space 
satellite, not an ICBM, and carried no warhead, nuclear or otherwise. 

How about these "facts" on the Korean War? According to American Voices, the new 
history text from Scott, Foresman and Company, the war began in 1959, and "the United States 
easily settled the conflict by using the bomb." Of course, the war (or "police action") actually 
began in 1950, it was not "easily settled," and the U.S. did not use nuclear weapons, as is implied 
by the text's reference to "the bomb." 

These are just a few of the hundreds of errors uncovered through the efforts of textbook 
watchdogs Mel and Norma Gabler of Longview, Texas. The textbooks in question are ten history 
books now in the final phase of adoption by the Texas State Board of Education. In the past year 
since the Gablers brought the errors to light, the publishers have made nearly 8,000 changes in 
the books, but have still failed to catch all of their errors. "We keep finding new errors all the 
time," Mel Gabler told THE NEW AMERICAN in a recent telephone interview. "And these are 
not just typographical errors, but significant historical, geographical, and numerical factual 
errors. It's no wonder our students don't know their history when the textbook writers and 
publishers don't even get it right." 

After the Gablers presented their first list of errors last November, the publishers went 
back through the books and found hundreds of additional errors. On December 1 6th, the 
publishers resubmitted the texts, along with signed affidavits guaranteeing that the books were 
error free. But on January 9th, the Gablers submitted a list of another 187 factual errors that they 
and Dr. Neal Frey, a former history professor, had found in the "corrected" texts. The red-faced 
publishers made another 1,669 changes and returned with the new "error-free" versions. This 
time the Gablers and Frey found an additional 112 factual errors. Since then, the books have 
gone back to the drawing board for yet another revision, and the Gablers have continued to turn 
up new blunders. 

The dogged persistence of the tireless textbook critics in uncovering this mountain of 
errors has earned them grudging new respect from the Texas education establishment, textbook 
publishers, and the media -- all of whom, in the past, have tried to dismiss the Gabler's textbook 
criticisms as the rantings of religious fanatics. Although the Gablers have exposed factual errors 
in textbooks on many previous occasions, the main focus of their efforts has been on the 
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prevalent left-liberal, secular humanist bias of school texts. Since most public school 
bureaucrats, teachers union officials, college professors (who write the textbooks), and members 
of the media share that same left-liberal, secular-humanist bias, the Gablers have not received 
much sympathy from those quarters. The textbook error scandal, however, has at least given the 
dauntless duo a sizeable media forum, as stories in the Texas and national press have trumpeted 
the results of their research. 

Unfortunately, most of the media coverage and editorial outrage has been directed at the 
textbook publishers. Deserving as they are of scorn, there are others just as deserving. Take, for 
instance, the Texas Education Agency, the Texas State Board of Education, or the state's 
textbook adoption committee. Together they command multi-billion dollar budgets and armies of 
employees. Why, it should be asked, does it fall to a small band of volunteers on a shoestring 
budget of private contributions to ferret out this scandalous incompetence and breach of public 
trust? What are all of the great universities with their teachers colleges and vaunted education 
research centers, fat with government grants, doing? Where is the National Education 
Association, the American Historical Association, the Textbook Authors Association? 

As bad as the schoolbook fiasco looks in Texas, it is not a phenomenon exclusive to the 
Lone Star State. "One of the unfortunate things about all of this publicity," Gabler told THE 
NEW AMERICAN, "is that many people in other states will check the list of publishers and 
textbooks that we're critiquing here in Texas against those used in their state and say, 'Whew! I'm 
glad my state doesn't use those books.' What they don't realize is that their textbooks are 
probably worse. Some of their publishers won't even submit their textbooks in Texas because 
they know we'll go through them and find an enormous number of errors." Gabler also warns that 
the publishers of the controversial Texas texts are still peddling their uncorrected versions in 
other states. 

For a copy of the Gablers eight-page report on the Texas textbooks, or for information on 
other textbooks, write to: The Mel Gablers, P.O. Box 7518, Longview, TX 75607. A donation to 
cover printing, postage, and research costs is requested. 

North Dakota: More For Less 

"In a recent international test of mathematical achievement among eighth-graders," notes 
economist-columnist Thomas Sowell, "the highest scoring American state was North Dakota, 
which has next to the lowest teachers' salaries in the nation. Despite much political propaganda, 
money has never been the crucial factor in education." 

Borrowing from Opponents 

With his unveiling of the "Lifelong Learning Act of 1992" at a high school in Allentown, 
Pennsylvania on April 16th, President Bush reasserted his claim to being the "Education 
President." But syndicated columnists Evans and Novak observed that "the plan bears a 
superficial resemblance to a vastly more grandiose school loan expansion hawked by Clinton all 
year at schools the length and breadth of America. If the truth were told that this was just a tiny 
shadow of the Clinton program, Bush would look silly." 

But the President moves from silly to ridiculous when one realizes his hastily 
thrown-together plan not only apes the big-government schemes of Arkansas' "Slick Willie," but 
looks an awful lot like the offering from another democratic governor in the last presidential 
go-round. "In one respect," note Evans and Novak, "Bush's proposal most resembles not 
Clinton's but expanded school loans offered in 1988 -- amid Bush campaign derision -- by 
Michael Dukakis." 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 
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IN MEMORIAM Passing of a 
Lonely Prophet 

Throughout most of his career, Austrian economist F. A. von Hayek, who died on March 
23rd at the age of 92, was rejected and ridiculed by the academic establishment and by many of 
his fellow economists, who considered him a crank and an archaic remnant of the 19th Century. 
Collectivist academics particularly found Hayek an irritant because he stubbornly opposed all 
forms of government intervention in the economy and tirelessly warned of the dangers of 
socialism. And worse from their point of view, Hayek attacked the collectivist intellectuals 
themselves for "their pretense of knowledge." Despite this hostile reception, he had the moral 
courage to stay the course. 

True Liberal 

Hayek was a true liberal in the classical tradition. Throughout his long career, he 
infuriated modern liberals (democratic socialists) by refusing to discard this noble 19th Century 
title rooted in the Latin "Libertas." Once Hayek even wrote an essay entitled "Why I Am Not a 
Conservative," in which he charged that too many modern conservatives have co-opted existing 
socialist programs. Hayek argued convincingly that rather than conserving the socialist programs 
of the past, they must be dismantled in order to free society. 

Using as the basis of his economic philosophy the teachings of economists Carl Menger, 
Eugene von BohmBawerk, and Ludwig von Mises, Hayek developed a host of theories on the 
market implications of limited government, the rule of law, and classical liberal social 
philosophy. His books, including Prices and Production (1935), The Road to Serfdom (1944), 
The Constitution of Liberty (1960), Law, Legislation, and Liberty (1973), and The Fatal 
Conceit (1988), mark him as a truly great mind and one of this century's foremost defenders of 
human liberty. 

In the area of technical economics, during the 1920s and '30s Hayek did ground-breaking 
research on the nature of business cycles. Contrary to the consensus opinion among economists 
of the time -- that cyclical economic booms and busts are caused by inherent deficiencies of the 
capitalist system -- Hayek argues in Prices and Production that these cycles are distortions 
caused by the government's own inflationary monetary policies. Thus, the solution to the Great 
Depression was not continued inflationism and increased government spending (as the 
Keynesians advocated), but the elimination of government intervention. 

Road to Serfdom 

In 1944, at a time when Stalin's socialist programs were being greatly admired by many 
Western intellectuals, Hayek boldly argued in The Road to Serfdom that socialist planning and 
command economies are doomed to chaos and failure, even if the planners are attempting to do 
what is best for the people. He also stated that the core ideas and concepts that provided the 
intellectual foundation for Hitler's Germany and for Stalin's Soviet Union were identical to those 
that undergirded the democratic socialism of England and Western Europe, and even the 
American New Deal. 

Hayek reminded his readers that "Nazi" is short for National Socialism, and added that, 
whether planning comes from "the left" or "the right," socialism is socialism, and totalitarianism 
lurks behind all forms of socialist planning. 

The most famous chapter in The Road to Serfdom is entitled "Why The Worst Get on 
Top," in which Hayek demonstrates how politics tends to attract the least desirable elements of 
society into the upper echelons of the power structure. These power seekers -- and their 
appointed henchmen -- are the most dangerous individuals to be placed in positions of power and 
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authority. 
The Rule of Law 

Hayek championed the cause of the rule of law as opposed to the law of men (arbitrary 
administrative law). According to Hayek, one true test for the rule of law is that laws "must 
apply to those who lay them down and those who apply them." This principle stands in stark 
contrast to the present age, in which an Imperial Congress bestows lavish privileges upon itself, 
while exempting itself from much of the legislation it imposes upon the rest of the nation. 

One of Hayek's greatest concepts is that civilization did not evolve through central 
planning or design. Rather, our complex social and economic structures are the result of millions 
of decentralized human actions bearing consequences both intended and unintended. Hayek 
called this "the spontaneous order." In the realm of economics, the spontaneous order -- which 
includes prices established in an unhampered marketplace -- provides participants with the most 
efficient access to needed resources. Without this spontaneous order (as in centrally-planned 
economies), economic chaos and injustice result. 

Honors Toward the End 

Honors and recognition came to F.A. von Hayek late in his career. In 1974, he won the 
Alfred Nobel Memorial Prize in Economics. In 1984, the Queen of England conferred upon him 
the prized Companion of Honor. And last November, Hayek was awarded the Medal of 
Freedom, the highest civilian honor given in the United States. The Medal of Freedom citation 
states, "Hayek has done more than any other thinker of our age to explore the promise and 
contours of liberty. He grew up in the shadow of Hitler's tyranny and devoted himself at an early 
age to the nature of institutions that preserve and expand freedom .... [His writings] inspire 
people throughout the world because they possess the vigor and feel of real life -- not just the 
hollow ring of abstract theory. Professor yon Hayek has revolutionized the world's intellectual 
and political life." 

F.A. von Hayek made an amazing multi-disciplinary case for individual liberty, limited 
government, and human freedom. Although he was despised and rejected by many of his 
academic peers throughout his long career, the world was made vastly better by his intellectual 
integrity and his stubborn faith in the capitalist idea during this 20th Century -- the century of 
socialism. 

-- MARK D. ISAACS 


PUBLISHER'S PAGE Getting Noriega 
At All Costs 


John F. McManus 

On December 20, 1989, a force of 27,000 U.S. troops invaded the nation of Panama. 
President Bush said he sent them to arrest Panamanian leader Manuel Noriega and restore 
"democracy" to Panama. Noriega was widely believed to have cooperated with Colombian drug 
traffickers. 

The invasion cost the lives of 23 Americans and hundreds of Panamanians. It succeeded 
where two previous American-instigated coup attempts had failed. Noriega eventually 
surrendered to U.S. forces and was rushed out of Panama to a Florida jail. President Bush 
congratulated himself and the troops for a successful operation and many Americans applauded. 

What Became of Sovereignty? 

After a trial lasting seven months, Manuel Noriega has been found guilty by a jury of 

American citizens of eight criminal charges, including cocaine trafficking, racketeering, and 
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money laundering. While there is little question about his guilt, there are many other questions 
about this entire affair. 

Five days before the invasion, Noriega was elevated from the position of Panama's 
military boss to his nation's chief executive by the 510-member People's Assembly, the nation's 
top legislative body. He was, therefore, the head of state of a sovereign nation. The U.S. might 
not have liked him, might have had a case against his involvement in the international drug 
business, and might have had some other Panamanian in mind to succeed him. But international 
law in no way allows what the U.S. did. 

During the legislative session when Noriega was named head of state, Provisional 
President Francisco Rodriquez charged: "It is not Noriega they want to do away with. They want 
to do away with our national capacity to be independent." When the Noriega government was 
promptly replaced by a U.S.-approved government headed by Guillermo Endara, the Rodriguez 
charge was shown to be far from frivolous. 

Noriega hid for several days after the invasion and when he surrendered, he did so in 
uniform to the U.S. commanding officer. His act was his signal, in keeping with international 
law, that the "state of war" existing between the U.S. and Panama was over. He hoped to be 
treated as a head of state. Immediately taken out of Panama, however, he was not placed "under 
arrest" until he was in Florida. There is a word to describe what was done: kidnapping. There is 
no way this can be considered proper conduct for our nation's government. 

Once he was safely in the United States, his legal counsel, Frank Rubino, told the court: 
"General Noriega refuses to submit to the jurisdiction of this court ... because he is a political 
prisoner brought to this country illegally." Correct! But Rubino was rebuffed and three years of 
court battles began. 

Deals With Thugs 

Congressman Charles Schumer, who chairs a House Judiciary subcommittee on crime 
and criminal justice, has asked the prosecuting Justice Department for a full report on the many 
deals arranged with 40 anti-Noriega witnesses, most of whom had been excused of crimes 
"worse" than those for which Noriega was convicted. After the trial, Schumer issued a statement 
noting that "convicted murderers, drug traffickers and other felons got sweetheart deals from 
prosecutors." 

Some of these informers, all highly questionable witnesses, were paid handsome sums 
and others were allowed to keep millions of dollars earned during their years in the drug trade. 
Had it not been for Judge William Hoeveler's action in unfreezing some of Noriega's own assets, 
the Panamanian kidnap victim would not have been able even to hire two defense attorneys who 
were up against a battery of federal prosecuting attorneys. 

Keeping Noriega Silent 

Manuel Noriega has a long history of association with the CIA, including a time when 
George Bush was its director. He undoubtedly has information about the activities of our nation's 
officials that the President and others don't want publicized. 

During the trial, Noriega's attorneys tried unsuccessfully to introduce classified 
documents related to Noriega's relationship with several U.S. intelligence agencies. Federal 
prosecutors successfully argued that they should be barred. The New York Times claimed that 
Noriega's defense was trying to put "United States policies in Central America on trial." 

After the verdict, Mr. Bush jubilantly claimed victory and made note of a "reduction in 
drug trafficking" in Panama. But a March 1992 State Department report stated that "narcotics 
trafficking and money laundering continue" in Panama. And last summer, a General Accounting 
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Office survey concluded that these problems were "increasing," and even quoted a Drug 
Enforcement Administration official as saying that drug trafficking had "doubled." 

Noriega is now in federal custody and is hardly able to tell his story; international law has 
been grossly abused; the U.S. government has gotten in bed with worse criminals than Noriega; 
and the drug problem in and from Panama has increased. But Mr. Bush and a lot of others are 
breathing a sigh of relief. 
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